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JOINT APPENDIX 


244 [Filed in Open Court, Oct. 29, 1956] 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
Holding a Criminal Term 
Grand Jury Impanelled August 30, 1956, Sworn in on September 4, 1956 


The United States of America 
Vv. 

Ernest J. Jackson 

James Earl Jackson 


Criminal No. 1126-56 
Grand Jury No. Orig. 


Vio. 26 U.S.C. 4704a 
21 U.S.C. 174 





The Grand Jury charges: 

On or about October 6, 1956, within the District of Columbia, James 
Earl Jackson purchased, sold, dispensed and distributed, not in the 
original stamped package and not from the original stamped package, 
a narcotic drug, that is, one hundred thirty capsules containing a mix- 
ture totaling about 145.3 grains of heroin hydrochloride, quinine hydro- 
chloride and milk sugar. 
Second Count: 

On or about October 6, 1956, within the District of Columbia, 
James Earl Jackson facilitated the concealment and sale of a narcotic 
drug, that is, one hundred thirty capsules containing a mixture totaling 
about 145.3 grains of heroin hydrochloride, quinine hydrochloride and 
milk sugar, after the said heroin hydrochloride had been imported, with 
the knowledge of James Earl Jackson, into the United States contrary to 
law. This is the same heroin hydrochloride which is mentioned in the 
first count of this indictment. 
Third Count: 

On or about October 6, 1956, within the District of Columbia, James 
Earl Jackson and Ernest J. Jackson purchased, sold, dispensed and 
distributed, not in the original stamped package and not from the original 


stamped package, a narcotic drug, that is, two hundred forty-four 
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capsules containing a mixture totaling about 264.0 grains of heroin 
hydrochloride, quinine hydrochloride and milk sugar. 


Fourth Count: 

On or about October 6, 1956, within the District of Columbia, 
James Earl Jackson and Ernest J. Jackson facilitated the concealment 
and sale of a narcotic drug, that is, two hundred forty-four capsules 

245 containing a mixture totaling about 264.0 grains of heroin hydro- 
chloride, quinine hydrochloride and milk sugar, after the said heroin 
hydrochloride had been imported, with the knowledge of James Earl 
Jackson and Ernest J. Jackson, into the United States contrary to law. 
This is the same heroin hydrochloride which is mentioned in the third 
count of this indictment. 

/s/ Oliver Gasch 
Attorney of the United States in 
and for the District of Columbia 
A TRUE BILL: 
/s/ Paul Matthews, Foreman. 


[Filed April 5, 1957] 

MEMORANDUM DENYING MOTION FOR JUDGMENT OF 
ACQUITTAL 

This case was tried by the court without a jury, the defendants 


and their counsel having, in open court, waived trial by jury. A pre- 
trial motion to suppress was heard and denied by Judge Tamm, but the 
motion was renewed at time of trial and forms the principal basis of 
the defendants’ motion for a judgment of acquittal. 

The court is aware that there is a difference of opinion as to whe- 
ther a ruling on a2 motion to suppress prior to trial is binding upon the 
trial court. Our Court of Appeals had not ruled squarely on this point. 
In Gatewood v. United States, 93 U.S. App. D.C. 226, 230, 209 F.2d 
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789, the Court stated, 'Were it necessary to a decision here we should 
be inclined to hold, as we intimated in the Cefaratti case, that under 
Rule 41(e) a pre-trial denial of a motion to suppress made after indict- 
ment, is not binding on the trial judge. 

The trial court held to the contrary in United States v. J ennings, 
19 F.R.D. 311, quoting from Waldron v. United States, 95 U.S. App. 
D.C. 66, 219 F. 2d 37, in which it is said (at 70): 

"It seems clear to us that a ruling on a motion to suppress 

evidence becomes a controlling rule in the case just as does a 

ruling made during a trial... . Once the court has disposed 

of a point concerning the admission or exclusion of evidence, 

litigants must proceed to try the case accordingly." 
This statement, however, does not deny the right of a trial judge to re- 
verse another judge's pre-trial denial of a motion to suppress when, 
upon the evidence adduced at the trial, he finds that there has been an 
unconstitutional invasion of the defendant's rights by the search and 


seizure. In the Waldron case, the Court held merely that a defendant 


does not waive his objection to the admission of evidence obtained by an 
illegal search by failing to object again when the evidence is offered at 
the trial, if a pre-trial motion to suppress has been made and denied. 
At page 70, the Court stated further: 

". . . Of course a trial court may reverse itself ona 
point during trial, but that possibility does not create an obliga- 
tion on the part of counsel constantly to renew their contentions." 

It would appear to this court that the rule is no different where the pre- 
trial motion to suppress and the trial are before different judges. 

In the instant case, however, whether the pre-trial ruling be 
held binding upon the trial court, or whether the trial court be permit- 
ted to rule again on the legality of the search and seizure, the result 
is the same. 

Briefly stated, the evidence disclosed the following facts: The 
narcotics agents for some months prior to the arrest had been observ- 
ing the activities of the two defendants at various addresses in the 
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District of Columbia, including premises 23 Ninth Street, N.E. Both 
defendants had been observed frequently in the company of known addicts 
263 and persons known to be in the narcotics traffic. The agents had 
information that James maintained the room at 23 Ninth Street, N.E., 
for the purpose of storing narcotics, and Ernest had been seen enter- 
ing the premises. 

Some time during the morning of October 5, 1956, Detective 
Panetta of the Narcotics Squad of the Metropolitan Police Department 
received information from a reliable informer, Doris Suter, who was 
then living with the defendant James at 1443 Girard Street, N.W., that 
Ernest J. Jackson had gone to New York to procure narcotics, and that 
James was waiting at 1443 Girard Street for Ernest to call him on his 


return from New York. This information was relayed to Agent Wilson 

of the Federal Bureau of Narcotics. Thereafter, Ernest was kept under 
observation in New York City by Agent Dukas, from about 4:30 to 7 p.m., 
when the agent lost the car operated by him in the vicinity of the Lincoln 


Tunnel. Agent Dukas then informed the Washington Field Office that 
Ernest had left New York, en route back to the District of Columbia. 
About midnight Agents Wilson, Gabrys, Andrews, and Thompson, ac- 
companied by Detectives Panetta and Holcomb, went to Chillum, Mary- 
land, where the Baltimore- Washington Parkway enters the District of 
Columbia, in order to intercept Ernest upon his return to Washington. 
They remained there until about 2:30 a.m., October 6, separating to 
go to different points in the District where Ernest might be expected. 
Agent Andrews, on his way to check Ernest's home, was passed by 
him, driving a Ford automobile bearing the license numbers which the 
agents had been given. He followed the car to near Ninth and A Streets, 
N.E., where Ernest parked it, observed Ernest go inside premises 23 
264 Ninth Street, N. E., at about 2:54 a.m., anda few minutes later 
saw James enter the building. 
The other officers and agents joined Agent Andrews and kept the 
house under observation. While they were waiting, Detective Panetta, 
one of the arresting officers, telephoned the informer and was advised 
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by her that James had received a call from Ernest to meet him at the 


Ninth Street room, where they could "cap up", that is, put the heroin 


in capsules for retail sale. At about 4:20 a.m. the two defendants 
came out and got into Ernest's car. As soon as they started off the 
agents and detectives followed in two automobiles, closing in on the 
defendant's car when it had gone about half a block. The two defen- 
dants were placed under arrest, removed from the car, and searched 
briefly. James had in his possession 130 capsules containing a heroin 
hydrochloride mixture. Ernest on being arrested exclaimed: "I'm 
clean! I'm clean'' You haven't got anything on me!" The initial 
search revealed that each of the defendants had a key to the front door 
of 23 Ninth Street, Ernest's door key being recovered from the key 
ring in the ignition of his car. The officers and agents then returned 
immediately to the Ninth Street premises with the defendants, unlocked 
a padlock on the door of the room rented by James, for which both de- 
fendants had keys, and upon a search of the room found in a television 
set an additional 244 capsules also containing a heroin hydrochloride 
mixture. The officers had neither arrest nor search warrants. 

As to the validity of the arrests: The rule is that a police officer 
may arrest without a warrant one believed by him on reasonable cause 
to have been guilty of afelony. Carroll v. United States, 267 U.S. 132, 

265 156; McQuaid v. United States, 91 U.S. App. D.C. 229, 231, 
198 F. 2d 987, cert. den. 344 U.S. 929. "Probable cause exists where 
'the facts and circumstances within their [the officers'] knowledge and 
of which they had reasonably trustworthy information [are] sufficient 
in themselves to warrant a man of reasonable caution in the belief that' 
an offense has been or is being committed."" Brinegar v. United States, 
338 U.S. 160, 175-176. Probable cause may be based in part upon 
hearsay, Seymour v. United States, 85 U.S. App. D.C. 366, 177 F.2d 
732, or wholly upon hearsay if the information is received from a known 
informer, reasonably believed to be reliable, Wrightson v. United States, 
98 U.S. App. D.C. 377, 236 F. 2d 672. 

In the instant case, Doris Suter, the informer, although known 
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to be a narcotic addict, was also known to be living with one of the de- 
fendants, and she had upon prior occasions furnished reliable informa- 
tion upon which other police officers had acted. Her information as to 
Ernest's presence in New York, his return therefrom by automobile, 
and his arrangement to meet James at the Ninth Street room upon his 
return, all had proved true, to the officers' knowledge, prior to the 
arrests. Hence, her information that Ernest was bringing back nar- 
cotics was reasonably to be relied upon, and that hearsay information, 
plus the agents’ own observation of the activities of Ernest and James 
over a period of months, constituted probable cause for the arrests. 
It is immaterial to the validity of the arrests that the officers had re- 
ceived the information as to Ernest's expected importation of narcotics 
anticipatory of his return to Washington. 
266 The court therefore holds that the arrests were valid. 

As to the validity of the search and seizure: "The right without 
a search warrant contemporaneously to search persons lawfully arrested 
while committing crime and to search the place where the arrest is made 
in order to find and seize things connected with the crime as its fruits 


or as the means by which it was committed. . . is not to be doubted." 


Agnello v. United States, 269 U.S. 20, 30, and cases there cited. The 


search immediately after arrest of the two defendants’ persons and 
the automobile in which they were riding was clearly within this right. 

As to the search of James’ room immediately thereafter, it has 
been held that the search incidental to arrest may be extended beyond 
the immediate place of arrest to an adjacent area within the defendant's 
control, where the officers are making a reasonable and bona fide 
search for evidence indicating guilt of the crime for which he was ar- 
rested. Harris v. United States, 331 U.S. 145, 152. 

Thus, it has been held that a search for liquor in an adjacent shop 
and connecting shed contemporaneous with an arrest for liquor violations 
was a valid search incidental to arrest. Todd v. United States, 48 
F.2d 530. A search for narcotics in an untenanted room under the 
control of defendant in a rooming house was held lawful as incidental 
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to arrest of defendant in her adjacent apartment on a narcotics charge. 
Henderson v. United States, 206 F.2d 300, 303, cert. den. 346 U.S. 
915. Search of the house of another, from which the person arrested 
had just brought untaxed whiskey, was upheld as incidental to arrest. 
Clifton v. United States, 224 F.2d 329, cert. den. 350 U.S. 894. 

267 Search of a house was upheld as incidental to arrest of the defen- 
dants in the woods after they had emerged from the house, where the 
officers had information that whiskey was being sold at the place and 
observed apparent sales of whiskey from the nearby woods and the house. 
Crawford v. United States, 160 F.2d 629, 

268 On the other hand, a search without a warrant removed in place 
and time from the arrest, cannot be justified as incidental to a lawful 
arrest. Agnello v. United States, supra, at 33. Nor cana general ex- 
ploratory search for evidentiary materials which may tend to connect 


accused with some crime be upheld on the pretext that it is incidental 


to an arrest. Go-Bart Company v. United States, 282 U.S. 344; United 


States v. Lefkowitz, 285 U.S. 452. 
As has often been pointed out by the Supreme Court, the constitu- 


tional safeguard is against "unreasonable" searches and seizures, and 
the reasonableness of searches must find resolution in the facts and cir- 
cumstances of each case. United States v. Rabinowitz, 339 U.S. 56, 63. 
In the instant case, under all the facts and circumstances, the 
extension to James‘ room of the search incidental to arrest was not un- 
reasonable, inasmuch as the premises were under defendants’ control, he 
had emerged therefrom immediately before the arrest, carrying narco- 
tics, and the search was confined to a legitimate search for evidence of 
narcotics violations, for which defendants had been arrested. Although 
the arrests were made half a block distant, they occurred as soon after 
defendants left the premises as the officers could reasonably stop their 
automobile, the entire search being contemporaneous with the arrests 
and in the course of the same transaction. The search was not unreason- 
able because the officers had waited to make the arrests when the defen- 
dants left the rooming house, rather than breaking in and looking through 
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the building for James’ room, a course of action which might have given 
269 the defendants an opportunity to destroy the contraband or to 
escape. 

It had been argued by the defense that the officers and agents had 
ample opportunity to obtain a search warrant because they had received, 
many hours prior to the arrests, information as to the expected impor- 
tation of narcotics into the District of Columbia by Ernest and that James 
maintained the Ninth Street room for the purpose of storing narcotics. 

It must be pointed out that until the officers knew Ernest had returned 
to the District from New York, they had no ground to believe he was 
presently in possession of narcotics in the District of Columbia or that 
there were presently narcotics in the Ninth Street room or in Ernest's 
car in the District of Columbia. They were not aware of Ernest's re- 
turn until approximately 3 a.m., and the arrests were made about 4:20 
a.m. 

It is the view of this court that the hour of the early morning, the 
type of evidence involved, which was susceptible of quick disposal, the 
fact that James’ room was in a rooming house, with a number of people 
residing therein, who had possible access to the room, all made it un- 
reasonable and possibly ineffective to attempt to secure a search war- 
rant. 

Furthermore, assuming the officers had time to procure a 
search warrant, they were not bound to do so, if the search was other- 
wise reasonable. As stated in United States v. Rabinowitz, supra, at 
65: 

"A rule of thumb requiring that a search warrant always 

be procured whenever practicable may be appealing from the 

vantage point of easy administration. But we cannot agree that 


this requirement should be crystallized into a sine qua non to 


the reasonableness of a search. It is fallacious to judge events 
retrospectively and thus to determine, considering the time ele- 
ment alone, that there was time to procure a search warrant. 


Whether there was time may well be dependent upon considerations 
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other than the ticking off of minutes or hours. The judgment of 

the officers as to when to close the trap on a criminal commit- 

ting a crime in their presence or who they have reasonable cause 

to believe is committing a felony is not determined solely upon 

whether there was time to procure a search warrant. Some flexi- 

bility will be accorded law officers engaged in daily battle with 

criminals for whose restraint criminal laws are essential." 

As to Count 1, relating to the defendant James Earl Jackson alone, 
I find the government has proved beyond a reasonable doubt that such 
defendant was in possession of the narcotics described in that count, in 
the District of Columbia, that they were not in or from the original 
stamped package, and that there was no legal explanation of such pos- 
session. Upon the statutory presumption arising from possession of 
such narcotics, I find the government has proved beyond a reasonable 
doubt the defendant James Earl Jackson guilty of facilitating the con- 
cealment of the same heroin hydrochloride, knowing it to have been 


illegally imported into the United States, as charged in Count 2. 
As to Counts 3 and 4, relating to the defendants James Earl Jack- 


son and Ernest J. Jackson, I find the government has proved beyond a 

reasonable doubt that said defendants were in constructive possession 

of the narcotics described in those counts, that they were not in or from 

the original stamped package, that there was no legal explanation of such 

possession, and that the defendants facilitated the concealment of the 

heroin hydrochloride, knowing it to have been illegally imported into the 
271 United States. 

I therefore find each defendant guilty as charged, and said defen- 
dants will stand committed. Their respective cases will be referred to 
the Probation Officer for presentence report. 

/s/ R. KEECH 
Judge 
April 4, 1957. 
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274 {Filed May 15, 1957] 
JUDGMENT AND COMMITMENT 
United States of America  ) 
Vv. ) Criminal No. 1126-56 
Ernest J. Jackson 


On this 10th day of May, 1957 came the attorney for the govern- 
ment and the defendant appeared in person and by counsel, J. Leon Wil- 
liams, Esq. 

It Is Adjudged that the defendant has been convicted upon his plea 
of not guilty and a verdict of guilty of the offense of Violation of Section 
4704A, Title 26, United States Code, and Violation of Section 174, Title 
21, United States Code, as charged and the court having asked the de- 
fendant whether he has anything to say why judgment should not be pro- 
nounced, and no sufficient cause to the contrary being shown or appear- 
ing to the Court, 

It Is Adjudged that the defendant is guilty as charged and convicted. 

It Is Adjudged that the defendant is hereby committed to the cus- 
tody of the Attorney General or his authorized representative for im- 


prisonment for a period of Five (5) years on count three, and ten (10) 


years on count four, said sentence to take effect at the expiration of 
the sentence imposed on count three. 

It Is Ordered that the Clerk deliver a certified copy of this judg- 
ment and commitment to the United States Marshal or other qualified 
officer and that the copy serve as the commitment of the defendant. 

/s/ R. KEECH 
United States District Judge. 
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275 [Filed May 15, 1957] 
JUDGMENT AND COMMITMENT 
United States of America ) 
Vv. Criminal No. 1126-56 
James Earl Jackson ) 


On this 10th day of May, 1957 came the attorney for the govern- 
ment and the defendant appeared in person and by counsel, J. Leon Wil- 
liams, Esq. 

It Is Adjudged that the defendant has been convicted upon his plea 
of not guilty and a verdict of guilty of the offense of Violation of Section 
4704a, Title 26, United States Code, and Violation of Section 174, Title 
21, United States Code, as charged and the court having asked the 
defendant whether he has anything to say why judgment should not be pro- 
nounced, and no sufficient cause to the contrary being shown or appear- 
ing to the Court, 

It Is Adjudged that the defendant is guilty as charged and convicted. 

It Is Adjudged that the defendant is hereby committed to the custody 
of the Attorney General or his authorized representative for imprison- 
ment for a period of Five (5) years on count one; Ten (10) years on 


count two, said sentence to take effect at the expiration of the sentence 


imposed on count one; Five (5) years on count three, and Ten (10) years 


on count four; said sentences imposed on counts three and four to run 
concurrently and concurrently with sentences imposed on counts one 
and two. 

It Is Ordered that the Clerk deliver a certified copy of this judg- 
ment and commitment to the United States Marshal or other qualified 
officer and that the copy serve as the commitment of the defendant. 

/3/ R. KEECH 
United States District Judge 





279 {Filed May 21, 1957] 
United States of America ) 
Vv. Criminal No. 1126-56 
Ernest J. Jackson ) 


NOTICE OF APPEAL 

Name and address of appellant: 200 - 19th Street, S.E. 

Name and address of appellant's attorney: None. 

Offense: Violation - 4704a Title 26, 21-S. 174. 

Concise statement of judgment or order, giving date, and any 
sentence: May 10th, 1957 - 15 years. 

Name of institution where now confined, if not on bail: D.C. Jail. 

I, the above-named appellant, hereby appeal to the United States 
Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit from the above- 


stated judgment. 
May 13th, 1957 /s/ Ernest Jackson, Appellant 


280 [Filed May 21, 1957] 
United States of America 

Vv. Criminal No. 1126-56 

James E. Jackson 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 

Names and address of Appellant: 200 - 19th Street, S.E. 

Attorney: None. 

Offense: Violation - 4704a, Title 26 - 21 - S-174. 

Statement of judgment: May 10th, 1957, 15 years. 

Name of institution where now confined: D.C. Jail, 200 19th St., 
S.E. 

I, the above-named appellant, hereby appeal to the United States 
Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit from the above- 
stated judgment. 

May 13th, 1957 /s/ James E. Jackson, Appellant 
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EXCERPTS FROM TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS 
United States ) 
Vv. ) Criminal No. 1126-56 
Ernest J. Jackson 
James Earl Jackson ss) 
Washington, D.C. 
Monday, March 25, 1957 
This case came on for trial at 10:28 a.m. today, before JUDGE 
RICHMOND B. KEECH. 
Appearances: 
For the United States - Mr. Arthur J. McLaughlin 
For the defendants - Mr. J. Leon Williams 


PROCEEDINGS 
* x * 
ON MOTION TO SUPPRESS 
THE COURT. Now so that the record will reflect it at this time, 
I understand that there was a motion originally lodged in this case by 
the defendants seeking to suppress the evidence in question. 
MR. WILLIAMS. By James Earl Jackson, Your Honor. 
THE COURT. By James Earl Jackson? 
MR. WILLIAMS. Yes, Your Honor. 
*x * * * * * 
THE COURT. I find, gentlemen, the motion to suppress was 
filed when the case was before the Grand Jury, and it was not in the 
Court file. I have it now in case either of you wants to make use of 


it at any time. 


Are we ready, then, to proceed, Mr. McLaughlin? 
MR. WILLIAMS. Will Your Honor hear the motion and dispose 
of that? 


* * * * cs Sd 


THE COURT. Mr. Williams, inasmuch as this has been heard 


and acted upon, I assume that your motion at this time is to preserve 
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the point which you made heretofore, and that if we will proceed with 


13 the evidence we will have a complete record, reserving to you 
the right of course to raise it at the appropriate time. 
MR. WILLIAMS. Very well, Your Honor. 
THE COURT. I think that is probably the most expeditious way 
of handling it; don't you? 
MR. McLAUGHLIN. Yes, Your Honor. 


* * * * 


FRED EARL WILSON 
* x x 
DIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 

Q. Your full name is what? A. Fred Earl Wilson. 

Q. And you are employed where? A. In the Treasury Depart- 
ment, Bureau of Narcotics. 

Q. And employed as what? A. A narcotic agent. 

x * a * K * 

Q. And when did either one or both of the defendants come under 
your observation as violators in the narcotic traffic in the District here? 
A. Ernest Jackson came under my observation on February 23d, 1956. 
James Jackson came under my observation in June of 1956. 

Q. And during that time did you see both of them together at any 
time? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And how often did you see Ernest Jackson and James Jackson 
together during that period of time? A. I have seen them from June 
of 1956 until October. I saw them together approximately a dozen times. 

Q. And in what part of the city did you see them together during 
that period of time? A. I saw James Jackson when he was living at 
601 Kenyon Street. I observed that house and saw Ernest Jackson go 
to that house several times. 

James Jackson moved from 601 Kenyon Street to 24 Q Street. 

We observed that house and on several occasions saw James Jackson 
and Ernest Jackson go to that house together. 
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* ae a ar * x 

Q. What other observation did you make as far as the two defen- 
dants being together? A. We observed them, or I observed them, at 
No. 23 Ninth Street, Northeast, and at 1443 Girard Street, Northwest. 

Q. And during what period of time did you observe them at 23 
Ninth Street, Northeast, in the District of Columbia? A. During 
the month of September, 1956. 

Q:: Now during the time that you observed these defendants over 
that period of time, did you see other people in their company? A. 

Yes, sir. 

Q. Anda few or many people did you see in the company of the 
defendants? A. Many. 

@. And did you know those people who you saw in the company 
of the defendants over that period of time? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you know whether or not those people were dealing in the 
traffic of narcotics? A. Yes, sir. 

16 Q. They were? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And did you know whether or not those people that you saw 
in the company of the defendants over that period of time were narcotic 
addicts? A. Yes, sir; they were. 

Q. What? A. They were addicts. 

Q. These observations that you had of the defendants over that 
period of time, what hours of the day or night would you say they were? 
A. Usually in the afternoon, after three o’clock in the afternoon, until 
eight o'clock at night -- very rarely until later than eight o'clock. 


Q. During that period of time that you made these observations, 


did you see either one or both of the defendants in any automobile? 
A. Inever saw James Jackson in the car with Ernest Jackson. 

Q. Now, on October the 5th, 1956 were you still investigating the 
activities of Ernest Jackson and James Jackson in the traffic of narcotics? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Andon October 5th of 1956 did you receive certain information 
as to the defendant Ernest Jackson? A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. And that information was received by youfrom whom? A, 
Detective Panetta. 

Q. And who is Detective Panetta? A. He is a probationary 
detective assigned to the Narcotic Squad of the Metropolitan Police 
Department. 

Q. And what information did you receive from Officer Panetta 
at that time? A. That Ernest Jackson was in New York to obtain nar- 
cotics. 

Q. And what did you do after you received that information from 
Officer Panetta? A. The office in New York, Agent Dukas, was in- 
formed of the information. 

Q. Was he informed through your local -- A. By me. 

Q. By you personally? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And that information was relayed to Agent Dukas, was it? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And you say he was located where? A. In New York City. 

Q. After you relayed that information to Dukas in New York, 

had you received any other information as to the whereabouts of 
James Jackson here in Washington? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What information did you receive? A. We received informa- 
tion he was waiting at 1443 Girard Street, Northwest, for Ernest Jack- 
son to return from New York and call him. 

MR. WILLIAMS. I didn't get the last part of your statement, 
Officer. 

THE COURT. He was waiting at 1443 Girard Street, waiting for 
a call from Ernest Jackson. Is that right, sir? 

THE WITNESS. Yes, sir. 

MR. WILLIAMS. Thank you. 

BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 

Q. And you received that information from whom? A. Detec- 

tive Panetta. 


Q. Now, after you received that information, did you hear any 


more from New York, from Agent Dukas? A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. And when and at what time did you hear from Agent Dukas? 
A. At approximately nine p. m. 
Q. On what date? <A. October 5th. 
19 Q. And that information you received from Dukas at that time 
was what? A. That he had followed Ernest Jackson and a girl in his 
automobile to the vicinity of the Holland Tunnel, and had lost them there. 

Q. And Ernest Jackson was going in what direction? A. Toward 
the New Jersey Turnpike. 

Q. Would that be coming here to Washington? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And after you received that information, what did you do or 
what did you order others todo? A. There was a teletype sent out over 
the police network to stop Jackson. 

Q. To stop him where? A. In whatever State he could be appre- 
hended in. 

Q. In any other State, where there any specific highways patrolled? 
A. It was the Delaware State Police, the Maryland State Police, the 
Prince Georges County Police, and the New Jersey State Police. 

Q. And they patrolled the highways from what point to what point? 
A. From the entrance of the New Jersey turnpike to the turn-off in 
Prince Georges County into the District. 

Q. Into the District here? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. After that teletype was sent out, did you in company with any 
of the agents have any lookout for Ernest Jackson coming over the turn- 
pike? <A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And where did you go? A. To the Chillum, Maryland, to 
the turn-off there. 

| Q. And who was with you at thattime? A. Detectives Panetta, 
Holcomb, and Agent Thompson. 

Q. And what time would you say you arrived at that immediate 
vicinity? A. About midnight. 

Q. That is, midnight of -- A. October 5th. 


Q. And how long did you remain in that immediate vicinity? 
A. Until about two a.m., I believe. 
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Q. And while you were in that immediate vicinity, did you have 
occasion to see the defendant Jackson? A. No, sir. 

Q. Ernest Jackson? A. No, I did not. 

Q. And did there come a time when you left that lookout place? 

Is that right? A. Yes, sir. 
21 Q. And where did you gofrom there? A. We met Agent Andrews 
in the vicinity of Ninth and Massachusetts Avenue, Northeast. 

Q. That is in Washington, D.C.? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And what time did you say or would you say you met Agent 
Andrews? A. I believe it was around two-thirty a.m. -- I believe. 

Q. And after you met Agent Andrews, where did you go? A. We 
waited there until later in the morning. 

x x ae a * * 

Q. You say you waited where? A. I waited in the vicinity of 
Ninth and Massachusetts Avenue, Northeast. 

Q. And how long did you wait in that immediate vicinity? -- 
approximately. A. About an hour and a half or two hours, I believe. 

Q. While in that immediate vicinity did you have an occasion to 
see either Ernest Jackson or James Jackson? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And who did you see? A. I saw Ernest and James Jackson 
together. 

22 Q. And how were they together? Under what circumstances? 
A. They came out of a house at No. 23 Ninth Street. 

Q. What section of the city? A. Northeast. 

Q. And what time did you see the defendants Ernest Jackson and 
James Jackson come out of those premises, 23 Ninth Street, North- 
east? -- approximately the time. A. I believe it was around four a.m., 
to the best of my recollection. 

Q. Inthe morning? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now prior to the morning of October 6th of 1956, when you saw 
Ernest Jackson and James Jackson come out of 23 Ninth Street, North- 


east, had you received any information as to what they were doing in 


those premises? A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. And what information had you received? A. I first received 
information from Agent Andrews that he had observed Ernest Jackson 
go into the house, and then he had observed James Jackson go into the 
house. 

Then from Detective Panetta and Holcomb I received the infor- 
mation that Ernest Jackson had returned from New York and had gone 
to the place; the informant didn't know the address. The information was 
that James had gone to the place to meet Ernest, to get the stuff ready. 


Q. When you saw the defendants go in those premises 23 Ninth 


Street, Northeast, how long would you say they remained in there? 
A. I didn't see them goin, Mr. McLaughlin. 

Q. What were they doing the last you saw? A. The last time 
I saw them -- I saw them when they came out and walked to Ninth and 
H Streets, Northeast, where they got into Ernest Jackson's automobile. 

Q. When you say that, who did you see come out of there, out 
of 23? A. James Jackson and Ernest Jackson. 

Q. And that was approximately what time? A. It was around 
four o'clock, four a.m. in the morning. 

Q. And where did they go? A. They got into Ernest Jackson's 
automobile. 

Q@. And how were they seated in Ernest Jackson's automobile? 
A. Ernest Jackson was driving, and James Jackson was in the passen- 
ger's seat beside him. 

Q. Do you know whether or not that automobile is listed to Ernest 
Jackson? <A. Yes, sir; it was listed to Ernest Jackson. 

Q. Was the title in Jackson's name? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And when you saw the defendants get into the automobile, that 
is, Ernest Jackson and James Jackson, what did you do, if anything? 
A. The car had gone approximately a half a block, and it was stopped 
by Agent Andrews and Detective Gabrys. Detective Panetta and I 
came from the rear of the car and walked around to the side James 
Jackson was on. 

Q. Were they seated in the car at that time? A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. And then what happened? A. They were placed under arrest. 
And Ernest Jackson yelled, "Iam clean. Iamclean. You haven't got 
anything on me." 

Q. Where was Ernest Jackson at the time he said that? A. He 
was seated in the automobile. 

Q. And then what happened after that? A. After they were 
placed under arrest, James Jackson was taken from the car, and De- 
tective Panetta searched him. 

Q. Was there anything found on James Jackson by Officer Panetta 
in your presence? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What was found on the defendant James Jackson? A. Several 
packages containing suspected heroin. 

25 Q. And that was recovered by? A. Detective Panetta. 

Q. Panetta? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And after it was recovered by Detective Panetta, what did 
Detective Panetta do with the packages recovered from the defendant 
James Jackson? A. He initialed them and dated them and gave them 


to me. 


(A brown envelope and contents marked 


for identification as Government Exhibit 
No. 1.) 
BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 
Q. Showing you Government Exhibit marked for identification No. 
1, I will ask you if you can identify that. A. Yes, sir; I can identify 
that. 
Q. And you identify Government Exhibit marked for identification 
No. 1 as what? A. As the lock-sealed envelope in which I placed 
the suspected heroin for transmittal to the United States chemist for 
analysis. 
Q. And that heroin was turned over to you by whom? A. De- 
tective Panetta. 
Q. And you in turn turned it over towhom? A. Dr. James L. 
Young, United States Chemist. 
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21 

Q. Now after the defendants, Ernest Jackson and James Jackson, 
were placed under arrest, you say, they were removed from the automo- 
bile? <A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where were they taken after they, that is, the defendants Er- 
nest and James Jackson, were removed from the automobile? A. To 
No. 23 Ninth Street, Northeast. 

Q. And what happened to the auto? A. I placed the automobile 
under seizure. 

(A key chain containing keys was marked 
for identification as Government Exhibit 
No. 3.) 

BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 

Q. Iwill show you Government Exhibit marked for identification 
No. 3 and ask you if you can identify that (handing key chain). A. No, 
sir. These weren't the keys that I took. 

Q. Those are the keys to the car, aren't they? A. No, sir. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN. Will you mark these as 4. 

(Another key chain containing keys was 
marked for identification as Government 
Exhibit No. 4.) 

BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 

Q. Iwill show you what has been marked for identification Govern- 

ment Exhibit 4, those keys. Were they recovered by you? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. And they were recovered by you where? A. From the key 
ring on the automobile operated by Ernest Jackson. 

Q. And were the keys in the ignition at the time that the defen- 
dant Ernest Jackson was inthe car? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you remove them from the ignition of the automobile of 
Ernest Jackson? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. After you removed Government Exhibit 4 from the automobile 
of Ernest Jackson, what did you do with them, if anything? <A. After 
admittance had been gained to No. 23 Ninth Street, I began trying the 
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keys on the ring to see the various doors that they would fit. I found 
that one key would unlock the front door of No. 23 Ninth Street. 

Q. That is the premises where the defendants were brought in? 
Is that right? A. Yes, sir. 

* x e * * 3 

CROSS EXAMINATION 
BY MR. WILLIAMS: 

Q. Officer, referring to Government Exhibit No. 4, is this the 
key ring which you secured from the defendant Ernest Jackson? A. 
No, sir. 

Q. Are these the keys which you identify as having been taken 
out of the automobile which he was operating? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where are the other keys which were in the defendant's key 
ring -- on his key ring? A. There were only two other keys on the 
key ring. They were his keys to the automobile. 

Q. Is this the key ring? A. No, sir. 

Q. Could you tell us where thatis? A. Yes, sir. It is in my 
overcoat pocket. 

Q. Does that also contain the keys -- A. To the car. 

Q. Yes, sir. <A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And any other keys? A. No, sir. 

Q. Then these keys were taken off of a key ring which you say 
was on the automobile of Ernest Jackson at the time he was arrested? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Could you give us any reason why you took them off that key 
ring, Officer? A. The automobile keys were kept separate from the 
other keys because the car was placed in seizure. We leave the keys, 
after placing a car under seizure, at the place where the car is stored. 

Q. Then the original key ring you have in your overcoat pocket 
somewhere? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And could you tell us where this key ring came from? A. 

I can't recall where it came from. 


Q. It wasn't in the possession of Ernest Jackson, was it? 
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A. The key ring? 

Q. Yes, sir. A. I don't recollect that it was, Mr. Williams. 

ar * x * %* *K 

Q. Prior to the information which you testified you got from 
Officer Panetta, in June or October of 1956, I believe it was, that 
Ernest Jackson was dealing in narcotics, when had you gotten other 
information that he was in fact dealing in narcotics? A. In February 
of 1956. 

Q. From February of 1956 up to June, 1956, you had received 
no concrete information or nothing which as a police officer you found 
it possible to act upon, had you? 

THE COURT. By "act on," you mean get a warrant of arrest? 

MR. WILLIAMS. That is correct, Your Honor. 

THE WITNESS. I had information which I presented to the United 
States Attorney's Office at various times through the investigation of 

Ernest Jackson. 

BY MR. WILLIAMS: 

Q. But did you ever make application for a search warrant or a 
warrant for the arrest of Ernest Jackson? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And did you get it? A. No, sir. 

Q. Now directing your attention, Officer, to the period June to 
October of 1956, when you testified that you had seen Ernest Jackson 
in company with Earl Jackson over that period about 12 times? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. During that time, Officer, did you make an effort to get a search 
warrant or arrest warrant? <A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And did you get it? A. No, sir. 

Q. How many times during the period from June to October of 
1956 did you make an effort to secure an arrest warrant for Ernest 
Jackson or Earl Jackson? A. One time. 

Q. Could you tell us about when that was? A. It was in the 
latter part of July, I believe. 

Q. Now was that a warrant for the arrest of both defendants, 
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or for one? A. It was an affidavit for a search warrant for a prem- 
32 - ises. 

Q. Could you tell us for what premises? A. No. 601 Kenyon 
Street. 

Q. And who lived there? A. James Jackson lived in the base- 
ment or had a room in the basement. 

Q. You mean Earl Jackson? <A. Earl Jackson, yes. 

Q. And the application was refused because it lacked probable 
cause? A. No, sir. They felt that we needed a few more observa- 
tions. And by the time we could make the observations, the modus 
operandi of the defendants had changed. 

* * * * * * 

Q. At the time when you made the application for the warrant in 
July, when you say it was refused, the affidavit upon which you had 
sought to secure a search warrant was not definite nor certain enough, 
in view of the fact that it was made upon observation and second-hand 

information, was it not? A. The observations, they didn't con- 
sider the observations were enough at that time. 

Q. Now, Officer, with regards to the observations which you say 


you made of these two defendants, from June to October of 1956, could 


you tell us what they consisted of? A. I observed James Jackson with 
known or convicted -- previously convicted -- narcotic violators -- 
that is, Ernest Jackson. 

Q. You saw Ernest Jackson with-- A. Yes, sir. 

Q. With known -- A. And previously convicted narcotic viola- 
tors. 

Q. Allright. A. I did follow Ernest Jackson to various places 
throughout the city, and he did on occasions meet James Jackson, who 
I also saw in the company of known, previously convicted, narcotic viola- 
tors. 

Q. And upon that observation, Officer, and because you had seen 
them on occasion, or either of them, in company with known narcotic 
violators or previously convicted violators, you assumed they were 
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violating the law also, did you not? A. With the information I had re- 
ceived, yes, sir. 
34 Q. Now let us go to the source of that information. Was all of 

that information you received from Officer Panetta? A. No, sir. 

Q. Could you tell us what the source of that information was? 
A. No, sir. 

Q. You can't tellus? A. No, sir. 

MR. WILLIAMS. May we come to the bench, Your Honor? 

THE COURT. Yes. 

(At the bench:) 

MR. WILLIAMS. If it please the Court, Iam going to press that 
point that Iam entitled to know the source of his information, and I 
cite 221 Federal 2d 582 in support of that contention. 

THE COURT. What does that say, sir? 

MR. WILLIAMS. If I may refer Your Honor (handing case book). 

THE COURT. Is there any particular part, Mr. Williams, you 
are interested in to which you want to call my attention? 

MR. WILLIAMS. I could, Your Honor -- this right here (indicat- 
ing on page of the book). 

THE COURT. Let me ask you a preliminary question. I assume 

35 it is your knowledge the source from whom this man got this in- 

formation was an informer. Is that understood? 

MR. WILLIAMS. Yes, sir. 

THE COURT. That is understood? Other than Panetta, I mean, 
on this particular occasion. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN. They weren't really informants for the police. 
I guess you would classify them as informers. The police did know them 
around as peddlers and addicts. 

THE COURT. Could we understand that is the situation, asa 
preliminary question? 

MR. WILLIAMS. Yes, sir. 

THE COURT. Now excuse me again. 

(Having read from book;) 
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You are asking me, under these circumstances, to cause this 


man to divulge the information in the exercise of discretion? Is that 
the point you suggest to me? 

MR. WILLIAMS. I take it, Your Honor, it is a little more than 
discretion, in that it gives the defendant a chance to answer the charges 
against him. And without knowing the source of the information which 
he is called upon to answer, he is handicapped in his defense and it 
denies him the right of due process of law. 

THE COURT. As I read this case, it says it is discretionary. 

36 MR. WILLIAMS. And in the next topic, Your Honor, one of them 
there; and then there is another one where it was reversed on that point. 

THE COURT. I didn't read that one. I read the one you showed 
me. Let me read that one, please. 

Thus far the evidence before me would not make it admissible, 
as I read it, because it says this: 

"In the Sorrentino case the court pointed out the distinc- 
tion between the case where the person called an informer is that 
and nothing more, in which case the defendant would not have 
been entitled to have his identity disclosed, and a case such as 
this one, where the informer is the person to whom the defendant 
is said to have sold and dispensed the opium described in the 
indictment. In such a case information as to this person's identity 
was material to the defense, and the denial of the requested in- 
formation was error." 

On the information which I have now, I think it comes in the first 
of those two categories and they would not be entitled to it, because 
I have no evidence that anyone of these informers, or whatever you 
characterize them as, was actually selling the material in question, 
as is referred to there. 

* * sd * 

THE COURT. Let me go on further: 

"In Sorrentino against United States, 9th Circuit, 163 
Federal 2d 627, the court pointed out the distinction between 
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the case where the person called an informer is that and nothing 

more" -- } 
which is what I understand the situation to be here. 

MR, WILLIAMS. Yes, sir. 

THE COURT. (continuing reading) 

" -- in which case the defendant would not have been en- 
39 titled to have his identity disclosed" -- 

and that is our case. 

MR. WILLIAMS. I see what you mean, Your Honor. Very well, 
Your Honor. 

THE COURT. All right. 


x * * 


BY MR. WILLIAMS: 
Q. Now, Officer Wilson, directing your attention to that period 
between June and October of 1956, do I understand your testimony to 


be that you saw James Jackson and you saw Ernest Jackson on occasion 
in company with persons who had previously been convicted of narcotics 
violations? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Was that the extent of your observations? <A. I don't under- 
stand what you mean, Mr. Williams, "is that the extent of my observa- 
tions." 

Q. Did you ever see them or either of them in company with per- 
sons who were not known narcotics violators? 

THE COURT. Or not known to him as narcotics violators? 

MR. WILLIAMS. That is correct, Your Honor. 

THE WITNESS. No, sir. 

BY MR. WILLIAMS: 
Q. Then it is your testimony that during the period from June 
to October, 1956, that each time you saw these defendants or either 
40 of them, they were in the company of known or convicted viola- 
tors of the narcotics laws? A. I saw Ernest Jackson at one time or 
one occasion with one man whom I had never seen before and have not 
seen since. SoI don't know anything about him. But that is the only 
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time I ever saw him with anybody I didn't know. 
Q. Did you ever see either of them alone? A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Now you testified, Officer, that during this period of time 
when the defendant Earl Jackson lived on Kenyon Street that you saw 


him in company with others who were known dealers in narcotics. Do 
you recall that testimony? <A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Could you give us the name of a person you saw him with dur- 
ing that time who was a known dealer in narcotics? <A. A girl by the 
name of Jacqueline Garrett. They call her Jackie. 

Q. How many times did you see him in her company, Officer, 
during this period? A. I saw them numerous times, Mr. Williams. 
She would drive James Jackson around in her automobile. She had an 
automobile and she would come and get him and take him away. Sol 
would say I saw them together approximately maybe three or four times. 

THE COURT. Is that James or Ernest? 

THE WITNESS. That was James Jackson, Your Honor. 

* * 4 * * 

BY MR. WILLIAMS: 

Q. Now directing your attention, Officer, to the information which 
you received from Officer Panetta, I think you testified that that was 
on or about October 5th, 1956. A. Yes, sir; I received information 
at that time from him. 

Q. Could you tell us about what time of night or day it was? 

A. About nine p.m., I believe. 

Q. Now, as a result of that information -- A. Excuse me, 

Mr. Williams. Nine p.m. was the time I received the informa- 
tion from Agent Dukas in New York. It was earlier in the afternoon, 
as I recall, that I received the information from Officer Panetta. 

Q. Could you tell us about what time it was? A. I believe it 
was before noon, as close as I can recall, on October 5th. 

Q. Now, Officer Panetta is an officer attached to the Metropoli- 
tan Police Department, is he not, and the Narcotic Squad of the Metro- 
politan Police Department? A. That is correct. 
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Q. Do you of your own knowledge or have you subsequently got- 
ten information whether or not he made an attempt to secure a warrant 
for the arrest of either James Jackson or Ernest Jackson, as a result 
of the information he had? A. I wouldn't know, Mr. Williams. 

Q. Well, do you know whether or not any warrant was ever issued 
for the arrest of these defendants prior to the time they were taken into 
custody? A. No, sir; I don't know of any. 

Q. You do know that as far as yourself is concerned you made 
no effort to secure a warrant on October 5th as a result of the informa- 
tion which you had received from Officer Panetta? A. That is cor- 
rect. - - in ie in zi 

46 THE COURT. Are you asking, Mr. Williams, what was the basis 
for his causing the teletype to issue? 

MR. WILLIAMS. That is it, Your Honor. 

THE COURT. What information caused you to put in motion the 
teletype message? 

THE WITNESS. The information received from Detective Panetta's 
informant. 

BY MR. WILLIAMS: 

Q. Did you know at the time who Detective Panetta's informer 
was? <A. Yes, sir. | 

Q. Had you had previous information from the same source, 
Officer? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And you had acted upon it, directly? A. No, sir. 

Q. Sothen, Officer, what you say is that when you acted upon the 
information on October 5th, 1956, which you got from Officer Panetta, 
knowing the source of that information, you didn't know whether it was 
reliable information or not, did you? A. The information that was 
furnished by the informant through investigation immediately preceding 
the arrest of Ernest Jackson proved reliable. So therefore the infor- 

47 mation relative to the arrest of the Jacksons would have been re- 


liable, as far as Iam concerned. 
Q. Well, now, Officer, you didn't get the question I asked you 
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just before you answered that. I ask you this question, Officer: In 
light of your answer to the question I asked you just before this, in 
view of the fact that you had received information from this same in- 
formative source previously, and you had not acted upon it, at the 
time that you acted on October 5th, 1956, you had no reason to believe 
that it was reliable information, did you? A. Well, it was correlating 
our information prior to the arrest of Jackson. The information was 
that he was in New York, and through this investigation we proved that 
he was in New York. So when the informant related he was ready to 
leave New York, and returned and told us he was going to be at the 
place, therefore we considered the information very reliable. 

Q. You considered the information very reliable; but you did 
nothing believing in the reliability of it by previous action on your part, 
did you? A. The fact that the informant said he was in New York, 
and the investigation proved he was in New York, several days prior 
to returning to Washington, would be considered reliable. 

Q. That he was in New York? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. This was during the period of time, Officer, when the World 
Series was going on, Officer, was it not? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And you were advised that there were thousands of persons in 
New York to attend the World Series, weren't you? 

THE COURT. I will take judicial notice of that fact. 

MR. WILLIAMS. Very well, Your Honor. 

BY MR. WILLIAMS: | 

Q. Did you yourself, Officer, search the defendant Ernest Jack- 

son? <A. No, sir. 


Q. Could you tell us who searched him when he was taken into 
custody there at Ninth and Massachusetts Avenue? A. Agent Andrews. 

Q. Where was he searched, Officer? A. Right beside the car 
at 8th Street and Massachusetts Avenue, Northeast. : 

Q. Were all of the things he had in his pockets taken into Agent 


Andrews’ custody at that time? A. I don't believe so. 
% * * * * 
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20 Q. Had you prior to October 5th had an occasion to observe the 
premises at number 23 Ninth Street, Northeast? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Could you tell us when that was? A. I can't recall the exact 
dates. However, it was made during the latter part of August, I believe, 
and during the month of September. 

@. Were you alone in making these observations? A. No, sir. 

Q. Could you tell us who was with you? A. On different occa- 
sions it was Andrews and Thompson. 

Q. Were these observations made at night and day, or mostly in 
the day or mostly at night? A. They were made, some were made 
through the day. Several were made at night. And on one occasion I 
remember it was in the early morning hours when we made an observa- 
tion. 

Q. About how many observations would you say in all were made 
of these premises on Ninth Street? A. I would say about four or five. 

ol Q. About four or five? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, Officer, of these four or five occasions, could you tell 
us on how many times, if you can remember, you saw the defendant 
Ernest Jackson enter or leave the premises? <A. I saw him leave 
the premises on one occasion, prior to his arrest. 

Q. Can you tell us about when it was? A. It was in the after- 
noon, I would say around three-thirty or four o'clock. 

Q. Now this was over a period of two months during which you 
were making these observations? A. Most of the activity was during 
the month of September, as he had moved from number 24 Q Street, 
Northwest, down to Ninth Street, Northeast. 

Q. Who had moved? A. Well, the telephone was listed to 
James Earl Jackson, at number 23 Ninth Street. 

Q. Is it your testimony that Earl Jackson moved to Ninth Street? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. All right. Now I ask you whether or not your testimony with 
regards to the period of time, that is, September and October, about 

52 which I asked you when these observations were made, did you 
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see Ernest Jackson enter and leave the premises during that time, 


when you observed it? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. AndIasked you how many times. A. AndI said to my recol- 
lection once, prior to the time of his arrest. 

Q. And that was over a period of two months? A. About five 
weeks. 

* * * * * * 

54 Q. In your observation of the premises at number 23 Ninth Street, 
is it your testimony that you had only seen Ernest Jackson there one 
time prior to the night of his arrest? A. I had only seen him come out 
of the house one time. 

* * e * x * 

Q. Then, Officer, the testimony you have given and the actions 
which you took, the testimony and actions which you took, which were 
based entirely from information you received from Officer Panetta, that 
is, from the night of Octoker 5th, and in the early morning hours of 
October 6th? <A. Yes, sir. 

x ak x * 

REDIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 

Q. All this information which you say you had received prior to 
October the 6th of 1956 from these informants, did you know the names 
of those informants? A. Yes, sir. 

| Q. And did they contact you here in Washington, D.C.? <A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. And the information that you had received from them prior to 
October the 6th of 1956, was it in regards to both Ernest Jackson and 
James Jackson? A. Yes, sir. 

* * * * * * 

50 Q. What information did you receive from these informants as 
to James Jackson and Ernest Jackson? A. I received information that 
Ernest Jackson was working for a narcotic peddler, a suspected nar- 
cotic peddler, in Washington, D.C.; that he had had a fight with his 
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source of supply in Washington, D.C. and he had renewed his ac- 

28 quaintances in New York City and returned to New York City 
to reestablish his sources of supply in New York; and that James Jack- 
son was the "gopher," he was the out-front man. The informer said 
he was -- he just didn't know any better, that he would say, "Well, let 
the man come and get me; let him come and get me if he thinks he is 
smart enough to catch me." And that is the type of information that 
we would repeatedly receive. 

Q. What part would James Jackson play? A. Ernest Jackson 
would obtain the narcotics and give it to James Jackson to sell. And 
James Jackson would either have people come to his house, and he 
would go from one base of operations, he had these different apartments; 
but he had one particular place he would operate from between certain 
hours in the afternoon; and he would then make his rounds to these 
people he was selling narcotics to; and he would vary his method of 
operation. 

Q. You had that information on the night of October the 5th when 
you wired to New York, did you not? <A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And you also had that information along with the added infor- 
mation that Ernest Jackson was going to New York when they sent the 
teletype out to pick up Ernest Jackson? A. Yes, sir; that is right. 

* * * a a 

59 RECROSS EXAMINATION 
BY MR. WILLIAMS: 

Q. Now, Officer, you testified to a conversation you had with the 
informer, or in regards to information you had, that Ernest Jackson 
would get the narcotics and Earl Jackson would handle it? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. Was that a conversation you had with the informer? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. When was that you had that conversation? A. There was 
more than one informant, Mr. Williams, and it was over a period of, 
well, concerning Ernest Jackson it goes back as far as February of 
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1956. As to James Jackson it began in June of 1956. 

Q. Now, you recall the conversation which you have just related 
to us, which you had with this informer, do you not? A. Yes, sir. 

THE COURT. "Informer" or "informers"? 

MR. WILLIAMS. Well, the particular one I am interested in, 
Your Honor, is the one who informed him that Ernest Jackson got the 
narcotics for Earl, and that Earl would dispose of them. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: That isn't what he said, Your Honor. 
He said that Ernest would get it for James. 

THE COURT. Well, what did you say, sir? 

THE WITNESS. That Ernest would get the narcotics, and give it 
to James for sale. 

BY MR. WILLIAMS: 

Q. That is James Earl Jackson? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, in regards to that informant, you know his name, don't 
you? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And how long had you been dealing with that informant? 
A. Five years. 

Q. Five years prior to February of 1956? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And you had had occasion to act upon information which you had 
received -- 

THE COURT. Mr. Williams, excuse me. Did you intend to say 
prior to February, 1956, or prior to October 6, 1956, five years? 

MR. WILLIAMS. Well, as I understood his testimony, Your 
Honor, he testified that the information which he had gotten with regard 
to Ernest Jackson dealing in narcotics dated back to February of 1956. 

THE COURT. That is correct. I understood that. You want it 
to relate to that period, five years prior to February, 1956? 

61 MR. WILLIAMS. With regards to the informer Iam questioning 
him now, as to the occasions which he had to act upon information re- 
ceived from that particular informer. 

THE COURT. That is why I thought you were talking about the 


period of October as distinguished from February. 
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If it isn't important to you, it isn't to me, sir. 

MR. WILLIAMS. Well, it is important, I think, to go from the 
February date, Your Honor. 

THE COURT. All right, sir. 

Did you know him five years prior to February, 1956, this in- 
former Mr. Williams is referring to? 

THE WITNESS. It would be approximately four years from that 
time, sir. 

BY MR. WILLIAMS: 

Q. Now on how many occasions, Officer, would you say you had 
to act upon information you say you had received from that informer? 
A. Probably a half a dozen times. 

Q. Now just prior to October 6th, 1956, had you had an occasion 
to get any information from that informant with regards to the defendant 
Ernest Jackson or Earl Jackson? A. No, sir. I don't believe I talked 
to that particular informant from the middle of or probably the latter 

part of August, until after the arrest, is my recollection. 

Q. So then it was not any information you had gotten, any current 
information you had gotten from that informant which caused you to act 
on the evening of October 5th or the early morning of October 6th? 

A. Yes; there was no current information from that informant. 


* * * * * 


JOHN R. PANETTA 
* * * 
DIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY MR, McLAUGHLIN 


Q. Now, Officer, your full name is what? A. John R. Panetta. 
Q. And you are a member of the Metropolitan Police Depart- 


ment? A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And assigned to the Narcotic Squad? Is that right? A. Yes, 
sir. 
*x 
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Q. Recalling your attention to approximately October the 5th of 


1956, did there come a time when you received certain information in 


regards to one Ernest Jackson? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And when did you receive information in regards to Ernest 
Jackson, on October the 5th of 1956? <A. The first time was in the 
morning. 

Q. Inthe morning? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And who did you receive that informationfrom? A. A re- 
liable source. 

Q. Do you know the name of that individual? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. After you received that information, did you relay that in- 
formation to anyone else? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And who did you relay theinformation that you received from 
the informant to? A. To Agent Fred Wilson. 

Q. And what time would you say you relayed that information to 
him -- Mr. Wilson? A. Well, it was probably in the morning, just 

before noon sometime. 

Q. What information had you received from this informant? 

A. In reference to --? 

Q. Ernest Jackson. A. That he was in New York, "“copping" 
was the word used. That means to procure drugs. 

Q. And was there in that information as to when he went to New 
York? A. I don't recall that. The only thing I recall was that the 
information was that he was in New York, and he was due to come back 
that day. 

Q. And he was in New York for what purpose? A. To procure 
drugs -- narcotics. 

Q. And after he had procured the drugs, the narcotics, in New 
York, what was he todo with them? A. He was to bring them back to 
Washington. 

Q. To Washington, D.C.? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now after you relayed that information to Agent Wilson, did 
you make any further investigation of the defendant Ernest Jackson on 





Pe Oe od 
that day? A. Not until later that evening. — 
Q. All right. And what do you mean by "later that evening"? 
65 A. Well, I received a call from oe Wilson around nine o'clock - 
| that same evening. | 
Q. Asa result of that, did you go any Btacelo or do anything? 
‘A. Asa result of that, certain other officers were contacted and ar- 
rangements were made to meet ni the office of the Narcotic Squad about 
11 p.m. that night. cs ame 
| Q. All right. ‘And did. you meet in the office of the Narcotic Squad 
of the Metropolitan Police? A. Yes, sir. 
; _Q. All right. And then where did you go? A. .We drove.out 
to the Hot Shoppe first, at Bladensburg and New York Avenue, and 
while there we had occasion to make an arrest that wasn't relative to 
this case. And we continued on out to the Baltimore parkway. ; 
Q. What was your purpose in going out to the Baltimore parkway? 


_ A. We were going to attempt to intercept Ernest J erome Jackson. We 


had the tag- number of his car. 
Q. And: had this informant given you the information that he was 
returning by auto? A. Yes, sir. - . 
| Q. How long did you remain in that location? A. We stood there 
until about two-thirty. And at that time Agent Gabrys, Agent Andrews 
66 and myself left Officer Holcomb, Agent Wilson and Agent Thomp- 
son there. We left to pick up a car that we had seized from the prior 
_ arrest that I mentioned. | | 
When we got to Bladensburg and New York Avenue, Agent Andrews 
left us in his car, stating that he would check the address of Ernest Jerome 
Jackson. 3 7 
. - We removed the car to the police headquarters. Upon arriving at 
_ police headquarters we received. a call from Agent Andrews, that on the 
way back from this Northeast address, at 51st Street, he was passed 
) by the defendant, Ernest J erome Jackson, in his car. He followed him 
7 to 23 Ninth Street, Northeast, where he saw him go into the house. He 
then called me and advised me of what had taken place. I called -- 
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Q. Asa result of that, did you goany place? A. Well first I 
called the other officers to meet me at 8th and East Capitol. And about 
five minutes after the first call I received another call from Agent 
Andrews that he saw the other defendant, James Earl Jackson, go into 
23 Ninth Street. 

We then left headquarters and went to 8th and East Capitol, where 
we met the other officers, and we went to 9th and A, Northeast, in the 
vicinity there, and met Agent Andrews. We kept the house under obser- 
vation. 

Q. What house? A. Twenty-three 9th Street, Northeast -- until 
about, well, while we were waiting there I received certain information, 
stating that the defendant James Earl Jackson had received a call from 
the other Jackson to meet him -- 

Q. James? A. I get the two of them mixed up. One is Ernest-- 

Q. And the other is James. A. And the other is James. 

Q. You received a what? <A. I received information that Ernest 
had called James, to have him meet at 23 Ninth Street, Northeast. 

Q. And who did you receive that informationfrom? A. From 
this confidential informant. 

Q. Goahead. What else did youdo? A. We kept the house under 
observation until about four-twenty a.m. And the two defendants came 
out of the house, got into the car, a Ford, that was parked at the corner 
of 9th and A, on the southeast corner facing east. They got in the car 
and started off. 

At that time Agent Gabrys, Agent Andrews and Officer Holcomb 
were in one car, and myself, Agent Wilson and Agent Thompson were 
in the other car. We pulled up alongside of them. Agent Andrews was 
on the driver's side -- his car was on the driver's side; our car was 
on the passenger side. 

68 We blocked the car in, and I got out and took the defendant James 
Earl Jackson out of the car and searched him. In his lefthand suede 


' jacket pocket were three envelopes containing capsules, each containing 


a white powder; and the envelopes were marked "50," ''50"' and "25." 
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And in his pants pocket was a cellophane wrapper containing five cap- 


sules of white powder. 

Q. Were the defendants placed under arrest? A. Yes, sir; 
they were placed under arrest immediately. 

Q. Before you searched them? A. Yes, sir. A set of keys 
was found on James Earl Jackson. 

Q. Iwill show you Government Exhibit marked for identification 
No. 1, Mr. Panetta, and ask you if you can identify those. A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. You identify Government Exhibit marked for identification 
No. las what? A. These are the envelopes containing the capsules 
which were removed from the original envelopes and placed into these 
envelopes. 

Q. And did you recover those from someone? A. These are 
the capsules that I recovered from James Earl Jackson. 

69 Q. And what did the capsules contain at the time you recovered 
them from James Jackson? A. They contained a white powder. 

Q. Were there any Government stamps of any kind on them? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. After you recovered Government Exhibit 1 from the defendant 
James Jackson, who in turn did you turn them over to? A. I gave these 
to Agent Andrews. 

* ae x * * xe 

70 Q. After you recovered Government Exhibit marked for identifi- 


cation No. 1 from the defendant Jackson, did you in turn turn it over 





to anyone? A. Yes, sir; I gave it to Agent Andrews. 
Q. And who was with Andrews at the time? A. Agent Wilson. 
Q. Did you make any further search of the defendant James Jack- 
son at that time? A. Yes, sir. I found a set of keys in his pocket. 
Q. I show you Government Exhibit marked for identification No. 
3, and ask you if you can identify those. A. Yes; these are the keys 
that I taken from him and turned over to Agent Andrews. 
71 Q. And you say Government Exhibit marked for identification No. 
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3 were taken from whom? A. James Earl Jackson. 
* a ar * * aa 
CROSS EXAMINATION 
BY MR. WILLIAMS: 

* a * * e 5 

Q. Could you tell us which of these keys you found to fit the door 
at number 23 Ninth Street, Northeast, please, sir? <A. Iimagine it 
was this one here, because that is the type of lock. 

Q. Did you try either of those keys and see whether or not they 
fit the lock there? A. If Iam not mistaken, there was a loose key in 

72 his pocket, in the pocket of James Earl Jackson -- if Iam not 
mistaken. 

Q. And do you know whether or not either of the keys found on 
James Earl Jackson fitted the door there at number 23 Ninth Street, 
Northeast? A. Yes, one of the keys did. 

Q. Youtried it? <A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you know if either of these keys is the key? A. One of 
these keys fit the padlock on the door of the room. I think there was 
another key besides this one. 

Q. That fit the front door? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You don't think this is the front door key? A. Iam not 
sure, 

Q. But there was a padlock on the door to the room which was 
occupied by Earl Jackson? 

THE COURT. James Earl. 

THE WITNESS.' I don't know if it was occupied by him. The key 
fit the lock. 

BY MR, WILLIAMS: 
Q. There was a padlock on that door? <A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Now how many keys did you find, Officer, which fit the pad- 
73 lock on the door there at 23 Ninth Street, Northeast? A. I 
only found one. 


Q. And that one key was found on which of these defendants? 


A. James Earl Jackson. 

* * % x x * 

74 Q. Could you tell us, Officer, how you effectuated your entrance 
into number 23 Ninth Street, Northeast? A. Well, after the two de- 
fendants were arrested, we took them back to the premises 23 Ninth 
Street and used the key. 

Q. The key you gotfrom whom? A. James Earl Jackson. 

* * * * xk * 

Q. Now, Officer, directing your attention to the day of October 
oth, 1956, in the morning hours prior to, that is, before noon, when you 
say you received certain information regarding the defendant Ernest 
Jackson, could you tell us about what time of day you got that informa- 
tion? A. Well, it was in the morning, before noon. 

Q. And did you receive that information, Officer, direct, that 
is, from person to person, or was it by telephone, or how? A. Well, 
I got it direct, by telephone. 

Q. Could you tell us, Officer, when you got that information, 

did you get it from what you had come to know as a reliable source? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And could you tell us how long you had known the person from 
whom you got this information? A. That person has been known to 
myself for over two years. 

76 Q. And during that two years' period of time, had you had occa- 
sion to get previous, reliable information? A. Not myself, no, sir. 

Q. Sothen, of course, you say that you didn't on the morning of 
October the 5th whether or not the information you got from this source 
was reliable or not, did you? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Could you tell us what you base that conclusion on? A. Well, 


to put it to you bluntly, she, the informant, was living with James Earl 


Jackson. Her name was Doris Suter.. 
Q. Was she also living with Ernest Jackson? A. No, sir. 
Q. The information you got was relating to Ernest Jackson, was 


it not? A. It was relating to both. 
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Q. Now you knew on the morning of October 5th, 1956 that Doris 
Suter was a narcotic addict, didn't you? A. Thatis right, sir. 


Q. Now it is your testimony that you believe that the information 


you receive from an addict is reliable and trustworthy? A. Yes sir-- 
certain ones. 

Q. Sir? A. Yes, sir -- certain ones. 

Q. This certain one, we will say. A. Yes, sir. 

Q. However, you had not gotten any prior information from her 
upon which you had acted, had you, prior to October the 5th, 1956? 

A. Well, other members of the Squad had. 

Q. But as a matter of your own personal action, you had not? 

A. Well, some we acted on but never completed. It was reliable in- 
formation, and we found it to be true, although there was nothing con- 
summated, no case made. 

Q. I didn't get your answer, sir. A. We had received certain 
other information from this informant in reference to other people deal- 
ing in narcotics, which we didn't make a case on, but which we found 
to be true. 

Q. What effort did you make, Officer, if any, after you got this 
information, to get a warrant, search or arrest, for either of the de- 
fendants, James Earl Jackson or Ernest Jackson? A. Well, the in- 
formation was such that the individual was in New York to procure 
drugs. It is difficult to get a warrant on an anticipatory offense. 

Q. It was your information that the defendant would return to 
the District, was it not? A. That is right, sir. 

Q. I think it was further testified to, Officer, by yourself that 
even after you had gone to number 23 Ninth Street, Northeast, that 
night, that you received a further telephone call from your informant -- 
did you not? A. I made a telephone call. 

Q. Oh, you madea telephone call? <A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Could you tell us where you made that callfrom? A. There 
is a phone booth over in the area of Ninth and A. I don't recall exactly 
where it was. I went into the phone booth. I think it was a gas station 
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on 8th Street, Northeast, just off of Maryland Avenue. I don't recall 
exactly. And there was a phone booth there that I used to call the 
informant. 

Q. Now at this time you had been in the general vicinity of num- 
ber 23 Ninth Street, Northeast, for some time, had you not? A. About 
15 minutes when I made the call. 

Q. Did you have the premises under observation? A. The 
other officers were there, observing, while I went to make the phone 
call. 

cd * x x x ae 

Q. Could you tell us for what purpose you made the telephone 
call? A. To corroborate what we already knew. We have an informer. 
We are merely trying to get further information. When she told us that 
Ernest had called James Earl to come to 23 Ninth to pick up the stuff, 
that was just more information that we had to know that narcotics 
were on those premises. 

oe * ak * *K * 

Q. Now is it a fact, Officer, that on October 6th, 1956, your 
informant, Doris Suter, had narcotics violation charges pending against 
her? Didshe not? A. There was an investigation being conducted. 

Q. And she did in fact have charges pending against her at that 

82 time, didn't she, for violation of the narcotic laws? A. There 
were no warrants for the informant. 

Q. And the case against Doris Suter, were you personally in- 
formed there were charges pending against her for violation of the nar- 
cotic laws, at this time? A. At that time I don't believe there were. 


They came later, I feel pretty certain. Iam not sure. But at that 


time, while she was in the course of informing to us, on that date, I 


don't think there were purchases of narcotics made from her. Iam not 
certain. I would have to rely on the records for that. 
* * * * ae * 
84 Q. Do you know whether or not an itemization of the various 
articles taken from each defendant was made there at the time they 
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were placed under arrest? A. You mean if a list of each article 
taken from them was made at the time of their arrest at the car? 

Q. Yes, sir. A. Not to my knowledge. 

Q. Do you know whether it was made after they had been carried 
to police headquarters? A. At the office, their property was separated 
and marked, as it is there tagged. 

Q. Was there a list made, to your knowledge, as to the number 
of keys on each individual, or type of key? A. No listing that I know 


* * 


THOMAS W. ANDREWS, 
* x x 
DIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 

Q. Your full name is what? A. Thomas W. Andrews. 

Q. And you are employed where? A. Bureau of Narcotics, 
Washington, D.C. 

Q. And employed as what? A. Narcotic agent. 

* * * * * * 

Q. And when did Ernest Jackson first come under your observa- 
tion? <A. I first saw him in October, the morning of October the 6th, 
about 2:50 a.m. 

Q. Now prior to that time did you see Agent Wilson and Detective 
Panetta of the Metropolitan Police Department? A. I did. 

Q. And where did you see them? A. I had been with them 
from the night before, and we had been stationed on the Baltimore- 
Washington parkway. 


Q. And for what purpose were you stationed on the Baltimore- 


Washington parkway? A. In an attempt to observe and apprehend 
Ernest J. Jackson. 

Q. What information did you have at that time in reference to 
Ernest Jackson? A. Information had been received that Ernest J. 
Jackson had been in New York to pick up a supply of drugs and was 





to return to Washington, D.C. 

co e x ae * * 

88 Q. Now there did come a time, you say, you saw the defendant 
Ernest Jackson, and approximately what time was that? A. About 
2:50 a.m. 

Q. And that was on the morning of October 6, 1956? A. That 
is correct. 

Q. Where did you see Ernest Jackson at that time? A. I was 
returning by automobile from 51st Street, Northeast, and was traveling 
on C Street, Northeast, at about 17th Street, when an automobile fell 
in behind the car I was driving. And just about 10th Street, Northeast, 
and C Street this car passed me and I observed Jackson driving this 
Ford automobile. 

* * * * bd * 

Q. And this car that passed you that morning with Ernest Jack- 
son driving, did that have the tag number on it that you had previously 
gotten? <A. It did. 

Q. And was that the same tag number that you were out on the 
Baltimore post road waiting for? <A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And you say you followed the defendant Ernest Jackson until 
he stopped where? A. He parked at 8th and A Street, Northeast, and 
entered the house at 23 -- I take it back. He parked the car at 9th 
and A Street and entered the house at 23 Ninth Street, Northeast. 

Q. And what time would you say that he actually entered the 
house at 23 Ninth Street, Northeast? A. I would say about 2:53 or 
2:54 a.m. 


Q. Now had you prior to that time received any information in 
regards to that address, 23 Ninth Street, Northeast? <A. We had. 

Q. And that information was what? A. That that house, there 
was a room in that house occupied by James E. Jackson and frequented 
by Ernest J. Jackson. 

Q. For what purpose? A. For the purpose of storing a supply 


of drugs. 
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Q. Now after you saw Ernest Jackson enter those premises, 
what did you do? <A. I made a phone call to Detective Panetta at 
Police Headquarters, and returned to the same area and kept the prem- 
ises under observation. 

Q. You say "the premises"? A. Twenty-three 9th Street, 
Northeast. And shortly after I returned, about 2:55 or 2:56 or 57 a.m., 
I saw the defendant James Earl Jackson approach from the west, walk- 
ing east on A Street. I saw him enter the premises at 23 Ninth Street, 
Northeast. 

Q. The same premises that have been previously entered by 

Ernest Jackson? A. That is correct. 

Q. After you saw the defendant James Jackson enter those prem- 
ises, 23 Ninth Street, Northeast, what did you dothen? A. I immediate- 
ly made another phone call to Detective Panetta and advised him what 
information that I had, or the observation that I had made at that time. 

Q. After you say you telephoned Officer Panetta, did there come 


a time after that when you actually saw and talked to Officer Panetta? 
A. That is correct. 

Q. And when and where was that? A. Officer Panetta and Agent 
Gabrys, Detective Holcomb, Agents Wilson and Thompson appeared 


on the scene. I was parked on 9th Street north of Massachusetts Avenue 
when they came to that area. And I talked to them at that time. 

Q. Pardon me? A. I talked to them at that time. 

Q. After Officer Panetta arrived on the scene, do you know 
whether or not he made a telephone call? A. Ido. 

Q. And after he made that telephone call, did Officer Panetta re- 
late any information to you in reference to premises 23 Ninth Street, 
Northeast? A. He did. 

92 Q. And what was that? A. He said he had received the infor- 
mation, as a result of that phone call, that Ernest Jackson had called 
James Jackson and that James Jackson was to come over to the place 
where they could cap up. 

Q. When you say "place,"' what place? A. At 23 Ninth Street, 
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Northeast. 

Q. And what do you mean by “capping up"? A. Putting the 
heroin in capsule form for retail sale. 

Q. Did you remain in the vicinity of those premises any length 
of time after receiving that information from Officer Panetta? <A. I 
did. 

Q@. How long did you remain, would you say, in the vicinity of 
those premises after receiving that information from Panetta? A. 

We stayed in that vicinity until approximately five a.m., I believe be- 
fore we left that particular area. 

Q. That is on October 6th of -- A. 1956. 

Q. All right. And at any time during that, that is, during the 
period of time up until five a.m. when you were in that immediate 
vicinity, did you see Ernest Jackson or James Jackson leave those 

premises? A. I did. 

Q. All right. And how did you see them leave the premises? 

A. I saw Ernest Jackson and James Jackson leave the premises at 23 
Ninth Street, Northeast, and reenter this Ford automobile which was 
parked on A Street, Northeast. 

Q. And that was approximately what time? A. About 4:20 
a.m. 

Q. And the auto they entered, was that the same auto you had pre- 
viously seen Ernest Jackson in? A. That is correct. 

Q. And is that the same auto you had previously had the tag num- 
ber? A. That is correct. 

Q. How were they seated in the automobile? A. Ernest Jackson 
was driving. They proceeded east on A Street. 

Q. Where did James sit in the car? A. James sat in the right 
front seat alongside of the driver. They proceeded East on A Street 
and stopped at the stop sign at Massachusetts. Avenue. When we pulled 
our car up nearby and one of the officers with me, I don't know which 


one, said "police," they started their car again -- Jackson started his 


car again -- and I pulled in front of him and stopped his car. 
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Q. And when the car was stopped, what next happened? A. 
Ernest Jackson was taken from the driver's seat, and at that time said, 
"They've got us. They've got us." And on being searched, he said 


y 
"Iam clean. I haven't got a thing on me." 


James Earl Jackson was taken from the right seat and searched 
by other officers. 

Q. Were they under arrest at that time? A. They were. 

Q. After the two defendants were placed under arrest, where 
were they taken, if any place? A. They were taken to this room on 
the second floor of 23 Ninth Street, Northeast. 

Q. And how was that room entered? A. There was a padlock on 
the door. 

Q. And who opened the padlock? A. I don't recall who opened 
the padlock myself. 

Q. Do you recall where the key came from to open the padlock? 
A. One key was in the possession of Ernest J. Jackson, and another 
key was in the possession of James Earl Jackson. 

Q. Iwill show you Government Exhibit marked for identification 
No. 5 and ask you if you can identify that. A. This is the padlock that 

was taken from the room occupied by James E. Jackson at 23 
Ninth Street, Northeast, on October 6, 1956, about 4:25a.m. I 
identified it with my initials. 

Q. And after that padlock was opened, did you enter that room 
with the two defendants, Ernest Jackson and James Jackson? A. We 
did. 

Q. What did you do, if anything, with or to either one of the two 
defendants after entering that room? A. I asked Ernest J. Jackson to 
empty his pockets on the bed, which he did. A padlock key was placed 
on the bed by Jackson, along with two dollars in currency, some cigarettes 
and some papers. 

* * | * * * * 

Q. Showing you what has been marked Government Exhibit 6 for 
identification, I will ask you if you can identify that. A. Ican. This 
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97 
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is the key that was dropped on the bed, along with other personal prop- 
erty, by Ernest J. Jackson on October 6th, 1956, about 4:40 a.m., 
after I asked him to empty his pockets on the bed. 

Q. And after Government Exhibit marked for identification No. 
6 was recovered from the defendant Ernest Jackson, what did you do, 
if anything, with it in regards to Government Exhibit marked for identi- 
fication No. 5? A. I tried this key in the padlock. 

Q. And didit fit? A. It does. 

* * * * * * 

Q. I show you Government Exhibit marked for identification No. 
7, Mr. Andrews, and ask you if you can identify that? A. This key 
was turned over to me by Agent Panetta -- I mean Detective Panetta -- 
I believe, and I kept it in my possession, marked it for identification. 
It is a large Atlas key to the house at 23 Ninth Street, Northeast. It 
came from the coat pocket of James E. Jackson on October 6th, 1956. 

Q. Showing you Government Exhibit marked for identification 
No. 3, which are keys taken from the defendant James Jackson, I will 
ask you whether or not you tried any of those, of Exhibit 3, Mr. Andrews. 
A. I did. 

Q. In regards to Government Exhibit 5, the lock. A. I did. 

I tried the padlock key, that was on this key ring, that came from 
Detective Panetta; he turned it over tome. And I also tried this key 
to the padlock, and it fit. 

Q. Did it openit? A. It does. 

* x * 

CROSS EXAMINATION 
BY MR. WILLIAMS: 
Q. Officer Andrews, at the time when you arrested these defen- 


dants, did you search Ernest Jackson there beside the automobile? 


A. I just patted him. I didn't search him. 
Q. You didn't take anything from him? A. I did not. 


* * * * * 
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Q@. And when the car was stopped, what next happened? A. 
Ernest Jackson was taken from the driver's seat, and at that time said, 
“They've got us. They've got us."’ And on being searched, he said 
"Iam clean. I haven't got a thing on me.” 

James Earl Jackson was taken from the right seat and searched 
by other officers. 

Q. Were they under arrest at that time? A. They were. 

Q. After the two defendants were placed under arrest, where 
were they taken, if any place? A. They were taken to this room on 
the second floor of 23 Ninth Street, Northeast. 

Q. And how was that room entered? A. There was a padlock on 
the door. 

Q@. And who opened the padlock? A. I don't recall who opened 
the padlock myself. 

Q. Do you recall where the key came from to open the padlock? 
A. One key was in the possession of Ernest J. Jackson, and another 
key was in the possession of James Earl Jackson. 

Q. I will show you Government Exhibit marked for identification 
No. 5 and ask you if you can identify that. A. This is the padlock that 

95 was taken from the room occupied by James E. Jackson at 23 
Ninth Street, Northeast, on October 6, 1956, about 4:25a.m. I 
identified it with my initials. 

Q. And after that padlock was opened, did you enter that room 
with the two defendants, Ernest Jackson and James Jackson? A. We 
did. 

Q. What did you do, if anything, with or to either one of the two 
defendants after entering that room? A. Iasked Ernest J. Jackson to 
empty his pockets on the bed, which he did. A padlock key was placed 
on the bed by Jackson, along with two dollars in currency, some cigarettes 
and some papers. 

* aa * * * * 

Q. Showing you what has been marked Government Exhibit 6 for 
identification, I will ask you if you can identify that. A. Ican. This 
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is the key that was dropped on the bed, along with other personal prop- 
erty, by Ernest J. Jackson on October 6th, 1956, about 4:40 a.m., 
after I asked him to empty his pockets on the bed. 

Q. And after Government Exhibit marked for identification No. 
6 was recovered from the defendant Ernest Jackson, what did you do, 
if anything, with it in regards to Government Exhibit marked for identi- 
fication No. 5? <A. I tried this key in the padlock. 

Q. And did it fit? A. It does. 

ac ac id * * * 

Q. I show you Government Exhibit marked for identification No. 
7, Mr. Andrews, and ask you if you can identify that? A. This key 
was turned over to me by Agent Panetta -- I mean Detective Panetta -- 
I believe, and I kept it in my possession, marked it for identification. 
It is a large Atlas key to the house at 23 Ninth Street, Northeast. It 
came from the coat pocket of James E. Jackson on October 6th, 1956. 

Q. Showing you Government Exhibit marked for identification 
No. 3, which are keys taken from the defendant James Jackson, I will 
ask you whether or not you tried any of those, of Exhibit 3, Mr. Andrews. 
A. I did. 

Q. In regards to Government Exhibit 5, the lock. <A. I did. 

I tried the padlock key, that was on this key ring, that came from 
Detective Panetta; he turned it over tome. And I also tried this key 
to the padlock, and it fit. 

Q. Did it openit? A. It does. 

* * * 

CROSS EXAMINATION 
BY MR. WILLIAMS: 
Q. Officer Andrews, at the time when you arrested these defen- 


dants, did you search Ernest Jackson there beside the automobile? 
A. Ijust patted him. I didn't search him. 
Q. You didn't take anything from him? A. I did not. 


* * x * * 
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Q. These keys which you took from each defendant, did you 
label them at that time? A. I kept them in my possession and labelled 
them at the office. 

Q. Well, now you just put them all together in your pocket at that 
time? A. No. I knew which key was which. 

Q. Did you mark them in any way? A. They are marked I think 
with my initials. I think they are scratched on there somewhere. 

Q. Oneach key? A. I think so, yes, sir. I think I put a scratch 
on each one of them. 

Q. Did you put a different scratch on the key -- A. I think I 
put the same -- I think I either put a T or a TWA onthere. I don't know 
which, 

Q. You didn't put anything on it but your initials? A. I marked 
it so that I could remember I had it in my possession, and I retained 
them in my possession. 

Q. Allof them? A. All of thoseI have identified, yes, sir. 

Q. You didn't make any notation on those keys as to which key 
came from which person, did you, Officer? A. I did. 

Q. Can you show us where that markis? A. It is marked on 

each tag. 

Q. Onthe tag? A. Yes. 

Q. But this was done after you came back, wasn't it? A. But 
I knew where those keys came from. I kept them separately in my 
possession, and I was able to mark them. 

Q. Some of those keys are different, and some are just alike, 


are they not? A. There are two padlock keys that are identical. 
a * * * ME * 


Q. Did you have any difficulty entering the premises when you 

had taken the defendants into custody? A. Did we have any -- 

Q. Difficulty in goingin. A. I wasn't first up there. We had 
no difficulty when I got to the door; it was open. 

Q. Do you know who opened it? <A. No, I do not. 

Q. Did it happen to be unlocked? A. Ido not know that. 








o1 
Q. Now how did you determine at that point, after you had en- 


tered the premises, which of the rooms was occupied by Earl Jackson? 
A. I don't know who determined that first. I was in the group. We 
all went to that room on the second floor. 

Q. Did you know prior to that time which of the rooms he was 
occupying? A. We knew about where the location was, yes. 

Q. You knew it was on the second floor? A. The location of 
the room, yes. 

Q. And you knew it was -- A. Pardon me? 

Q. Did you know where on the second floor it was located? 
A. In very close proximity to where it was on the second floor, yes. 
It wasn't the front room; we knew that. It was the next room to it. 


105 Q. When did you find that out, Officer? A. We had learned 


that about three or four days before -- maybe a little longer than 
that -- before that date. 

Q. Now at the time you got that information, was that from an 
informer you had gotten your information? A. No, sir. 

Q. Was it from an officer? A. It came through official chan- 
nels. 

Q. Was it to your mind reliable information? A. Considering 
the source, yes. 

Q. Did you make any effort to get a search warrant for the prem- 


ises at that time? A. Those particular premises, no, sir. 


* * * * x * 


107 Q. It is a fact, though, that in searching the defendant Ernest 


Jackson you did not find any narcotics onhim, did you? A. I did not, 
no, sir. 

Q. Do you know whether any of the other officers found any? 
A. I don't believe they did. 


* * * * * ~ 


108 Q. And did you find any property in the premises at number 23 





Ninth Street, Northeast, which belonged to Ernest Jackson? A. What 
kind of property? 
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Q. Well, any clothing or personal property. A. He had papers 
on him and he had the key and he had cigarettes and he had two dollars 
in currency when I searched him. And I don't recall anything else he 
did have. 

Q. No. Iam sorry. I meant inside the property, not that which 
he had in his pockets. A. In the room? 

Q. Yes, sir, inthe room. A. I don't know of any personal 
property that was found at that time, no, sir. 

Q. Sir? A. I don't recall any personal property that was found 
there. 


Q. Did you ascertain from the landlady who had rented those prem- 


ises from her, or to whom they were rented? A. She was questioned, 


but I don't know by whom. I don't recall. 
* * * * * x 


109 Q. It is a fact that numerous people lived in this house besides 


these defendants, is itnot? A. I beg your pardon? 

Q. Other persons lived in these premises besides these defen- 
dants, didn't they? A. That is correct. 

Q. Did you ascertain how many persons lived there besides the 
ones you had had occasion to observe? A. I did not, no, sir. 


* * * * * * 
112 GABRIEL DUKAS 
* * * * * * 


DIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 


x * x a sd * 


113 Q. And where are you employed, Mr. Dukas? A. Bureau of 


Narcotics, New York. 
* * * * * * 
Q. And you are employed by the Federal Bureau of Narcotics 


in what capacity? A. Asa narcotic agent. 
K Bd cd % * xe 
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Q. And on October the 5th of 1956 did you receive certain in- 


formation or instructions from the Washington office of the Federal 
Bureau of Narcotics? A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And as a result of the information that you received from the 

. Federal Bureau of Narcotics of Washington, D.C., what did you do? 

A. After receiving the information on the telephone, I proceeded to 
. 123d Street and 8th Avenue, in that area. 

114 Q. What time would you say you arrived at 125th Street? A. 
About four-fifteen p.m. 

* * * tc * * 

Q. Andthose instructions that you had received from Washington, 
the Federal Bureau of Narcotics in Washington, were they pertaining 
to a certain individual? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And when you arrived at 123d Street, did you see that indivi- 
dual? A, Not at that moment. 

Q. All right. And how long after you arrived at 123d Street, 
New York City, did you see the individual of whom you had received the 
information from the Federal Bureau of Narcotics agents here in Wash- 
ington? A. Approximately 15 minutes later. 

Q. And do you see that man in court here today? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Will you point at him, please. A. The man with the red 

: shirt. 
MR. McLAUGHLIN. May the record show that he identifies the 
115 defendant, Ernest Jackson? 

% * * * * * 

‘\ Q. And how long did you keep them under observation at that time? 
A. He stayed around that area until approximately seven p.m. 

Q. That is on October the 5th? A. October the 5th. 

Q. And what happened at that time? A. Then he and the woman 
entered the car. The car drove west on 123d Street, made a left turn 
on St. Nicholas Avenue and went south, went through Manhattan down 

116 to the Lincoln Tunnel. And at that point there was a great deal 
of congestion and I lost the car as it was in the line at the time. 


eee 


SDSS S'SSIS—— ee 


54 
Q. Atthe Holland Tunnel? A. The Lincoln Tunnel. 
Q. The Lincoln Tunnel. And is that the route back to Washing- : 
ton? <A. That is one of the routes, yes, sir. 
Q. And you say you lost the defendant at that time? A. That 


is right. P 
Q. And then what did you do? A. I proceeded back to the office 
of the Bureau of Narcotics, where I made a telephone call to the Wash- - 
ington, D.C. office. 
@. And what information did you relay to the Washington field . 


office? A. Iadvised them that the defendant was -- I advised them 
that I lost him at the tunnel entrance, and presumed that he was on his 
way to Washington. 

* * % x = * 

119 MR. McLAUGHLIN. And may I make a request that if my friend 
is going to call Officer Panetta, that he do call him, as he wants to 
leave also. 

MR. WILLIAMS. I might say, Your Honor, Mr. McLaughlin 
and I spoke to Mr. Panetta about the date when this person referred 
to as Doris Suter was alleged to have violated the narcotic laws, and 
the time Officer Panetta furnishes us with is October 10th, 1956, 
which would make it four days after or five days after she is alleged 
to have furnished this information to the local Narcotic Squad, with 
respect to these defendants. 

THE COURT. And with that information you do not want Panetta 


any more? 
MR. WILLIAMS. No, sir, I don't need him any further. 
* 4 * aK ok *x 
125 JOHN E, THOMPSON 
* a * * % is 


DIRECT EXAMINATION by Mr. McLaughlin: 
Q. Your name is what, sir? A. John E. Thompson. 
Q. And where are you employed, Mr. Thompson? A. For the 
Bureau of Narcotics, in Washington, D.C. 
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Q. You are employed at the Federal Bureau of Narcotics? 
A. That is correct. 

Q. And in what capacity are you employed by the Federal Bureau 
of Narcotics? A. Asa narcotic agent. 

Q. And were you so employed on the evening of October the 5th 
and the early morning of October the 6th of 1956? A. I was. 

Q. On the early morning of October the 6th of 1956, can you 

126 recall whether or not you were in the northeast section of Wash- 
ington, D.C.? <A. Iwas. 

Q. And were you at any particular place in the northeast section 
of Washington, D.C., on the morning of October the 6th? A. Yes; 

I was at 23 Ninth Street, Northeast. 

Q. And did you enter those premises? A. I did. 

Q. And prior to entering those premises, in whose company were 
you? <A. Iwas in the company of Agent Wilson, Agent Andrews, Agent 
Gabrys, Detectives Panetta and Holcomb. 

Q. And were you present at the time when the defendants, Ernest 
Jackson and James Jackson, were placed under arrest? <A. I was. 

Q. Were you in the company of Agent Andrews, Panetta and Wil- 
son at that time? A. Yes, sir. 

THE COURT. At the time of the arrest? 

BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 

Q. At the time that the defendants were placed under arrest? 
A. Yes, sir. 

127 Q. And where did you go after the defendants Ernest Jackson 
and James Jackson were placed under arrest? <A. I went to 23 Ninth 
Street, Northeast. 

Q. And when you say you went, did you go with the other agents ? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And along with the other agents did you enter any particular 
place in those premises, 23 Ninth Street, Northeast, Washington, 
D.C.? <A. Yes, I did. 

Q. And what part of those premises did you gointo? A. It was 
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a room upstairs on the south side. 

Q. And did you enter that room? A. I did. 

Q. And were you the first one in that room, or had some of the 
other agents entered that room before you? A. Some of the other agents 
had entered before me. 

Q. And were the defendants in the room at the time that you en- 
tered? <A. Yes, they had accompanied the other agents, and they were 
in there at the time that I entered. 

Q. What I want to find out is after the defendants were placed 
under arrest did you and the other agents, that is, Andrews and Panetta 
and Wilson, goto that room ina group. A. Yes, sir. 

128 Q. And did you enter that room as a group? A. I know I was 
with others. I couldn't say that everyone was in the group. But I was 
with others there. 

Q. And after entering that room, did you make any search of the 
room? A. I did. 

Q. And I will show you Government Exhibit marked for identifi- 
cation No. 2 and ask you, Mr. Thompson, if you can identify that. 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And you identify Government Exhibit marked for identification 
No. 2as what? A. As five envelopes containing a total of 244 gelatin 
capsules containing a white powder. 

Q. And were they found by you? A. They were. 

Q. Where in the room were they found by you? -- Government 
Exhibit 2. A. Within a television set. 

cd ok % 

130 CROSS EXAMINATION 

BY MR. WILLIAMS: 


* a * x * * 


131 Q. Did you find any keys in those premises, that were not on the 
person of the defendants? A. No, sir; I did not. 
Q. Did you notice any? A. I noticed some keys. 


Q. Whereabouts in the room did you notice them, Officer? 
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A. I noticed some keys on the bed, which the defendants had removed 
from their pockets and placed on the bed. 

a * ci ok * x 

132 Q. Did both defendants put the keys in their possession on the 
bed? <A. I donot know. 

@. Then when you saw the keys, they were already on the bed? 
A. That is correct. 

Q. You don't know what keys came from what defendant? A. 
That is correct. 

Q. Now, what officer had these keys or took possession of those 
keys? A. Agent Andrews. 

* * 2 * * * 

133 Q. Do you recall whether the keys were on a bunch or not, or on 
a key chain? A. No, sir. 

Q. You don't recall? A. All of them were -- some of them 
could have been, Some of them could have been together, on a chain. 
Iam not sure. 

There was more than one set of keys. There was, possibly, an 
odd, just a single key. Iam not sure. There was more than one set 
of keys put together. 

Q. Including some odd keys? A. Will you repeat that, please? 

Q. Including some odd keys, that is, some keys which weren't 
on any ring at all? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Loose keys? A. Yes. 


* * * * * * 


134 Q. Did you ascertain or make any effort to ascertain who occu- 


pied the premises there at number 23 Ninth Street, Northeast? 
A. Did I personally? 

Q. Yes, sir. A. No, sir. 

Q. So at the time you didn't know which one or if both of them 
lived there, did you? 

THE COURT. To his personal knowledge, you mean? 

MR. WILLIAMS. Yes, sir. 
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THE WITNESS. I knew that James lived there, or had the place, 


yes, sir. 
* * * * x ae 


135 Q. Now were you with the other officers at the time you went into 
the premises originally, that is, from the front door of the 23 Ninth 
Street? A. Iwas in the same group, yes. I was behind some of them. 
Yes. 

Q. Could you tell us, if you recall, who was in front, who was 
leading the group at that point, to get inside the first door? A. I 
don't recall. 

Q. Do you recall how you got in, whether or not the door was 
locked or unlocked? A. The door was opened for me by one of the 
other officers. I do not know how he -- I believe he opened it -- but 
I don't know. 

Q. Did you see anybody unlock the door? A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you try either of these keys in that front door? A. I 
did not. 

Q. Did any of the officers in your presence try the keys in the 
front door? <A. Not in my presence, sir. 

* * * ss * x 

136 Q. The Government Exhibit 2, you didn't see that taken from 
either of the defendants, did you? A. Exhibit No. 2 wasn't taken 
from a defendant. 

Q. It wasn't taken from either of them? A. It was taken from 
a television set within the house. 

Q. Then did you see anything else taken from the defendants? 

x * x & * K 

137 A. I saw them empty their pockets on a bed. And I know that 
some of the things that were on the bed were seized. 


* * * * 


138 REDIRECT EXAMINATION 
* * * * * * 


MR. McLAUGHLIN. No. Your Honor, the Government would 
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like to offer into evidence the exhibits, I believe one through seven, 
and rest its case. 
* *x x * cd * 

139 MR. WILLIAMS. For the record, if Your Honor please, my ob- 
jection goes to my original motion filed and renewed at this time, due 
to the fact that the arrest was without sufficient probable cause and the 
officers had no warrant, or search warrant, for the arrest of the de- 
fendants or the search of the premises. 

THE COURT. I understand that, and that has been passed upon 
by Judge McGarraghy and your motion to suppress was denied. 

MR, WILLIAMS. Yes, Your Honor. 

THE COURT. Allright. They will be received with that under- 
standing. 

*x * 5 ate ae ae 

MR. WILLIAMS. Well, Your Honor, the record shows I re- 
newed my motion at the close of the Government's case. 

THE COURT. Yes, that is right. 

MR. WILLIAMS. And in addition to that I would make a motion for 
directed verdict on the same grounds. 

140 THE COURT. I will deny your motion, sir. 


* * * * 


JAMES EARL JACKSON 
x * * 
DIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY MR. WILLIAMS: 
Q. Will you state your full name, Mr. Jackson. A. James Earl 


Jackson. 
* * * * * * 


141 Q. Now there did come a time when certain officers of the federal 


narcotics agency, together with other officers of the Metropolitan Police 


Department, stopped you? A. Yes, there did. 
Q. Andarrested you? A. Yes, with drawn pistols. 
Q. Could you recall what the first thing was they said to you? 
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A. Just what officer it was I can't recollect now; but I do remember 
one officer said, "Ah, at last we have caught some big fish." 

* ca * * * * 

Q. What happened after that statement was made? A. They 
ordered us out of the car with the drawn pistols, and proceeded to 
search us. 

Q. Did either of the officers tell you at that time you were under 

142 arrest? A. No, they didn't. 

* aK aE % cd 

Q. I show you what has been introduced as Government Exhibit 
No. 3, and ask if you can identify these (handing keys). A. Yes, I 
can. These are mine. 

THE COURT. What? 

THE WITNESS. These are my keys. 

BY MR. WILLIAMS: 

Q. Now on this key ring at the time they were taken from you, 
how many keys were on the key ring? A. About five or six was on it. 

Q. Five or six keys? And could you tell us what keys are not on 
your key ring now? A. One is my front door key, and two keys here 
that belong to the lock on the door of my room. 

Q. Is that the lock which was introduced as Government Exhibit 

143 No. 5? A. That is right. 

Q. Was this the lock that was on your door? A. That is right. 

Q. Now, how many keys to this lock did you have? <A. Two. 

Q. And at the time when you were taken into custody, arrested, 
that is, where were those two keys? A. One was on my person and 
one was in the room. 

Q. Whereabouts in your room was the other key? A. On the man- 
tel piece. 

Q. Now to your knowledge did anybody else besides yourself have 
any other key to fit that lock? A. No, they didn't. 


* * % * * * 
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144 Q. Could you tell us how the entrance into the premises at num- 


ber 23 Ninth Street, Northeast, was made at the time you were taken 
into custody, and by whom it was made? A. At the time we were 
taken into custody, Agent Andrews was the one in the lead. He went 
into 25 at first. He found out that was the wrong house; so he went into 
23. He tried my key, which opened the front door. And he proceeded 
in from there. 

Q. Did Officer Andrews tell you whether or not he had a warrant 
for your arrest at that time? A. No, he didn't. 

Q. Did he tell you whether or not he had a search warrant? A. 
No, he didn't. 

Q. Did he show you one? A. No, he didn't. 

ae * * * ae K 

145 Q. Now with regards to your front door, do you know whether or 
not Ernest Jackson had a key to fit your front door? A. No, he didn't. 
There wasn't but one, and I had that one. 

Q. Now who lived there in the premises with you in your room 
at the time, that is, on October 6, 1956? A. Who lived there, you 
say? 

Q. Did anybody live there besides yourself? A. Ohyes. Itis 
a rooming house. The house was full. 

Q. All right. Did anybody live in your room with you? Did you 
have a room mate? A. No, I didn't. 

Q. Did Ernest Jackson live there? A. No, he didn't. 

Q. Did he have any property there? A. No. 

Q. Now what is your relationship to Ernest Jackson? A. He 
is my uncle. 

146 Q. You heard the officer testify that over a period of time that 
they had seen you in company with your uncle, that is, Ernest Jackson. 
Did you have any business with him? A. Well, no, no business. We 


were related. It would be natural for us to be together. 
% * * * aK 
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Q. And did he visit with you often at 23 Ninth Street, Northeast? 
A. No, he didn't. 

Q. About how often would you say he visited over there? 

A. Oh, about once or twice -- twice. The first time he helped me 
move my things over there. 

Q. When was that? A. That was around the first or second 
week in September. 

Q. And after then, how many times would you say he had visited 
with you there in the premises? A. One other time. 

cd * aK * * * 

147 Q. So it is your testimony he had only been to the premises on 
two occasions prior to October 6th? A. That is right. 

Q. Now you heard the officer's testimony that an informer by the 
name of Doris Suter had told him where you lived. By the way, who is 
Doris Suter? A. Doris Suter was a girl I was going with. Sheisa 
girl friend of mine. 

Q. Now had she ever visited you or been to number 23 Ninth Street, 
Northeast? A. No, she hasn't. 

Q. To your knowledge did she know anything about the address 
number 23 Ninth Street, Northeast? A. No, she did not. 

Q. Had you ever told her you lived there or had a room there. 
A. No, I did not. 

* * * 

CROSS EXAMINATION 
BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 

Q. Are you the same James Earl Jackson who in 1943 was con- 
victed of robbery? 

* * oe 

148 THE WITNESS. Yes, I was. 
BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 


Q. Are you the same James Earl Jackson who in 1952 was con- 
victed of the Jones-Miller Act? A. That is correct. 
Q. Narcotics? A. That is correct. 
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Q. On October 4, 1956 where did you live? A. October 4th? 
Q. Yes, sir. A. I was living in two places. 
Q. All right. What do you mean, you were living in two places? 
A. Ihada room at 23 Ninth Street, and I also was living at 1443 Girard. 
‘ Q. And who were you living with at 1443 Girard Street? A. Doris 
“ Suter. 
149 Q. Now on October 4th of 1956 did you know where Ernest Jackson 
was? A. October 4th? No, I didn't. 
x * ae * * * 
Q. Now did you know where he was on the 5th of October of 1956? 
A. Yes, I did. 

‘ Q. Where was he? A. He was in New York. 

v Q. And did you have an occasion to send him any money on Octo- 
ber the 4th or 5th of 1956? A. It was on the 5th, because he tele- 
phoned me on the morning of the 5th. 

Q. You sent Ernest Jackson moneys, did you? A. Yes, I did. 
Q. And where did you send him moneys to? A. Where did I 


send it to? 
Q. Yes. A. Toan address in New York. 
% + * * * sd 
N 150 Q. How much money did you send Ernest Jackson in New York 
; on October the 5th of 1956? <A. I sent him $35. 
* x 5 * aK oe 


151 Q. Let me ask you, where did you get the $35? A. Where did 
I get it? 
Q. That is the question. A. Well, I doa little of everything. 

< I gamble, also. 
y Q. What was that? A. I sayI gamble, also. 

Q. You gamble "also"? Is that the word? A. Yes. 

Q. What do you mean, that you gamble also? A. That is what 
I said. I gamble. 

Q. You mean you have got some other racket? A. If you want 


152 to call gambling a racket. 
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Q. What do you mean when you say, "I gamble also"? That 
leaves an inference that you do something else -- to me, rather. Is 
that what you mean? A. That is right. 

Q. What else do you do for a living, besides gambling? A. 
Would that have any bearing on this? A. Well, if you don't want to 
answer it, you don't have to. I will put it that way to you. 

Q. Well, I have a girl that I receive money from. 

Q. Oh. What kind of work does she do? A. Domestic work. 

Q. Is that Doris Suter? A. No, it is not Doris Suter. 

Q. That is the only means of livelihood you had during the month 
of October, we will say, of 1956, was your gambling and the moneys you 
received from this girl? Is that right? A. That is right. 

co * * x *K * 

153 Q. And what time did you arrive at 23 Ninth Street, Northeast, 
on the morning of October the 6th ina taxi? A. Well, Iam not quite 
sure, but I think it was somewhere between 3:15 and 3:30, somewhere 
around there. 

Q. Three-fifteen in the morning? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What was your purpose in going to that address, on that morn- 
ing of October the 6th? A. To get some money. 

Q. What? A. To get some money. 

Q. To get some money from whom? A. Fromnoone. That 
is my room there. 

Q. Did you have moneys inthe room? A. Yes, I did. 

Q. Was any moneys recovered by the police? A. No. 

Q. Was the money in the room at the time the police searched it? 
A. No, because I had moved it. 

Q. You had moved it? <A. Yes. 

Q. Where had you moved it to? A. I had given it to my uncle. 

154 Q. Did your uncle have it on him at the time he was arrested? 
A. Definitely. He couldn't have spent it. He definitely had it. 

Q. And how much did you give him? A. A $20 bill. 

Q. Did he have the twenty on him when he was arrested? 
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A. That he did. 
Q. When you arrived there that morning, did you enter the room? 
Did you goin your room? A. Definitely. 
Q. How did you get in your room? A. With my key. 
Q. With your key? A. Yes. 
Q. You mean you opened this padlock? A. That is right. 
Q. Well now when you opened that padlock, was there anyone 
in your room? A. No. 
Q. What? A. No, it wasn't. 
Q. Now the defendant Ernest Jackson, he came to that place be- 
fore you, didn't he? A. That is right. 
155 Q. How did he enter the room? A. He wasn't inthe room. He 
was waiting in the vestibule for me. 
Q. And do you know what time he arrived there? A. Approxi- 


mately, no, I don't. 
x * ak 5 sd 5 


156 Q. Now isn't it a fact that he had a key, not only to the lock on 
the door but a key to the front door, too? <A. No, it is not a fact. 
Q. What? A. It is not a fact. 
Q. Itis notafact? A. No. 
* * x * * * 
157 Q. When you left your room, you say that the defendant Ernest 
Jackson was going to drive you toa cab? A. That is correct. 
Q. Where was Ernest Jackson living at that time? A. In North- 
east. 
Q. Northeast? A. Further out in Northeast. 
x * ca * * * 
158 Q. Now showing you Government Exhibit marked for identifica- 
tion No. 1, where did you get these? A. Where didI get them? 
Q. Yes. A. Out of my room. 
159 Q. You got them out of your room? A. That is correct. 
Q. When did you get them out of your room? A. Just before 


I decided to leave. 
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Q. Well, was the defendant Ernest Jackson in your room at the 
time? A. No, he wasn't; he had started down the steps. 
* * x * * * 
Q. When did you decide to take the narcotics, the heroin? A. 
Just as I was getting ready to leave. He had started down the steps, 
and I said, "Go ahead; I will catch up with you." And that is when I 
got it. 
* %K x x cd * 
Q. Where did you get the narcotics from? A. Oh, I had pur- 
chased that some time ago. 
Q. And whom had you purchased itfrom? A. ThatI refuse 
to answer. 
You refuse toanswer? A. Yes, sir. 
What was your purpose in purchasing it? A. For my own 


For your own use? A. That is right. 
You didn't sell it? A. No, I didn't. 
You weren't selling it for the defendant Ernest? A. No; 
he has never given me any drugs. 
Q. What? A. He has never given me anything. 
Q. He has never given you any drugs? A. No. 


Q. Now do you remember when you were stopped by the police? 
A. Yes. 

Q. Ernest was driving the car; isn't that right? A. That is 
correct. 

Q. And you were sitting beside him? A. That is correct. 


Q. When the police stopped the car, didn't you hear Ernest 
say, spontaneously, "Iam clean. You haven't got anything on me"? 
A. No, not spontaneously, no. 
Q. Now, how did it happen? A. Well, when the car was stopped, 
the police ordered us out, and proceeded to search us. And then he 
161 said that he was clean and didn't have anything on him -- not 
spontaneously. 
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Q. Well, did he know at that time that you had some stuff on you? 
A. No, he didn't. 

* * * * x * 

162 Q. You knew Doris Suter sold narcotics? A. No, I didn't. 

Q. You knew Doris Suter had been convicted four or five years 
ago for narcotics? A. ThatI did, yes. 

Q. And she was on parole at the time you were keeping company 
with her. A. ThatI did know. 

Q. And she was using narcotics at that time; isn't that right? 

A. Iimagine so. I don't know. ' 

Q. No, don't imagine. If you know, and if you don't, say so. 
A. I would imagine so. 

Q. Well, was she? A. I guess she was. I don't know. 

163 * ae * * * x 

THE WITNESS. Well, to tell you the truth, Your Honor, I never 
seen her taking it. 

a * * ak x % 

MR. McLAUGHLIN. Government Exhibit 4, I think, Your Honor. 

THE COURT. All right, sir. 

BY MR. Mc LAUGHLIN: 

Q. You say that looks like it? A. Yes. 

164 Q. And that was attached to a key ring that Ernest Jackson had 
in the ignition of the automobile, was it not? A. No, it wasn't, not 
that one. 

Q. How do you know it wasn't? Why do you say it wasn't? A. 
Because to the front door at 23 Ninth Street, Northeast, there was only 
one door key, and I had that. 

Q. There was only one door key to the front door? A. That is 
right, and I had that on my person. 


x 5 3 * xe aK 
165 Q. Did you have narcotics hid in the television set there? A. 
Yes, I did. 


Q. Where did you get this narcotics from, Government Exhibit 2? 
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A. The same place I got the other. 

Q. What is "the same place"? A. Out of my room. 

Q. Well, where did you get it to put itin your room? A. I 
purchased it. 

Q. From whom? A. That Iam going to refuse to say. 

Q. What? A. That I will not reveal. 

Q. Isn't it a fact that Ernest Jackson had brought Government 
Exhibits 1 and 2 from New York and turned it over to you? A. No, 
that is not a fact. 

oe i x * x * 

166 Q. Isn't it a fact that it was at that time when he later met you 
in your room that he turned over to you Government Exhibits 1 and 2, 
the narcotics? A. No, that is not the fact. 

Q. And isn't it a fact that on October 6th and some time prior 
to October 6th of 1956 that you were selling narcotics for your uncle 
Ernest Jackson? A. No, that is not a fact, either. 


* * * * * * 
168 REDIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY MR. WILLIAMS: 
* * * * * * 


Q. And Iask you further whether or not anybody else had any 
interest in the narcotics which were taken from the premises at num- 
ber 23 Ninth Street, Northeast, or from.your person, besides your- 

_ self? A. No, no one whatsoever. 
x a *x 5S % * 
169 RECROSS EXAMINATION 
BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 

Q. Isn't it a fact that you used the premises at 23 Ninth Street, 
Northeast, as a hideout for your narcotics traffic? A. A hideout? 

I lived there? 


Q. Thatis your answer? A. I lived there. 
* Bd * * * * 


Washington, D.C. 
Tuesday, March 26, 1957 


ae x * * 


ERNEST J. JACKSON 
* * * 
DIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY MR, WILLIAMS: 
Q. Will you state your fullname? A. Ernest Jerome Jackson. 
Q. Now, Mr. Jackson, directing your attention to October the 


oth, 1956, at about two-thirty a.m., or two a.m., where were you? 


A. Home. 
Q. Where is that? A. 730 - 51st Street, Northeast, apartment 


Q. Now did there come a time when you were in the vicinity of 
number 23 Ninth Street, Northeast? A. There was. 

Q. About what time was that? A. I imagine that was about three- 
thirty. 

Q. Would you keep your voice up please? A. I imagine it was 
about three-thirty or four. 

Q. Did there come a time when you were arrested? A. It did. 

175 Q. And where were you at that time? A. Between 9th and 10th 

and Massachusetts Avenue and A, Northeast. 

Q. Who arrested you? <A. Well, a group of officers arrested 
me. I don't know all of them's names, but I know a few of them's names. 


Q. At the time you were arrested, were you searched? A. I 


Q. Where were you at the time you were searched? <A. Beside 
my car. 

Q. And was anything taken from you at that time? A. Nothing 
but my keys. 

Q. And were you later carried any place? A. They put a gun 
in my back and walked me back down to Massachusetts Avenue and A 
and took me to 23 Ninth Street, Northeast. 
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Q. Had you been to 23 Ninth Street, Northeast, that night? 
A. Ihad. 
Q. Had you been inside the premises? A. I had. 
Q. Had you conversed with anybody inside the premises? A. 
I did. 


Q. Who was that? A. My nephew and the landlady. 
176 Q. Now, had you been inside the room which was occupied by 


your nephew? A. I had. 

Q. Did you carry anything there with you, any packages of any 
kind? A. I did not. 

Q. Did you leave anything there? A. I did not. 

* ss % * * % 

Q. Now at the time you were taken into custody, were you told 
why you were being arrested? A. No, I was not. 

Q. Was any conversation had between you and the officers? 
A. No, there was no conversation. 

* ca * 

EV CROSS EXAMINATION 
BY MR, McLAUGHLIN: 

Q. You say that on that morning you came from home? Is that 
what you said? A. I did. 

Q. And what do you mean? Where was "home"? A. 1730 - 51st 
Street, Northeast, apartment 3. 

Q. And what time did you leave that home? A. I left at about 
two-thirty, maybe. 

Q. Two-thirty in the morning? A. I did. 

Q. How long had you been home prior to the time that you left? 
A. I had been home about an hour or two. 

Q. About an hour? A. About an hour or two. 

Q. Where had you been prior to that time? A. I had been on the 


highway coming from New York. 
a * ¥ 
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What were you doing in New York? <A. I went to the hall 


And how long did you stay in New York? A. Three days. 
* * * Me x 
Now on the morning of October the 6th, how did you get in 
touch with James Jackson? A. I called him. 
Q. Where were you at the time that you called him? A, I 
was home. 
x *x * x * * 
181 Q. What was your purpose in calling him? A. I told himI 
had been in New York and I had overstayed my time and spent all my 
money, and didn't have no money in the house to get the baby some 
milk in the morning, and asked him could he give me twenty dollars. 
* * x aK * * 
Q. You weren't living with your wife at that time, were you? 
A. I was. 
Q. Whois this? A. That's her. 
Q. Whatis her name? A. Bertha. 
Q. Bertha what? A. Newkirk. 
Q. That's it. She doesn't go by your name, does she? A. She 


182 


do. 

Q. Doesn't she go by the name of Bertha Newkirk? A. She 
uses Bertha Newkirk Jackson. 

Q. She has convictions of narcotics, hasn't she? A. No, no 
convictions. 

a 5 x * * * 

Q. Now prior to October the 6th of 1956, how many times have 
you been at 23 Ninth Street, Northeast? A. I don't know exactly. 


One or two times. 
x * x * * x 


Q. Did you have a key to the front door? A. I never had a key 


to the front door. 
Q. Showing you this Government Exhibit No. 4, those keys were 
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taken from you, were they not? A. That's not my key ring. 
Q. Iam asking you the keys, not the keyring. A. I can't 
identify no key on here but this one. 
Do you identify that? A. That is the one I can identify. 
All right. You identify that key as what? A. My apartment 


You heard Officer Wilson testify, did you not? <A. Yes, sir. 
I will ask you to look at this key here. Isn't that a key to the 
front door? A. I don't know what that is to. 

Q. You say the key to the front door of 23 Ninth Street is not 
there? A. I don't know whether it is or not. 

Q. These keys were taken from your car, weren't they? <A. Not 
those keys. That apartment door key was taken from my car, off of 
the ring of keys I had. 

Q. That is not the apartment of 23 Ninth Street, is it? A. 730 
dlst Street, Northeast. 

Q. Iwill show you Government Exhibit marked for identification 

184 No. 6, and ask you to take a look at that key. Isn't it a fact that 
when you were brought back in the room you were asked to put all your 
belongings on the bed? A. Iwas. 

Q. And isn't it a fact that among other things that key was one of 
the things that you put on the bed? A. It is not. 

Q. Younever had that key in your possession? A. I never had 


it in my possession, at no time. 


* * * * * * 


185 Q. Now on the morning of October the 6th when you were stopped 
by the police, did you know that they were narcotic agents? A. Not 
right away. Not until they got to me. 

Q. What do you mean by that? <A. Not until they got out of the 
car and I seen them. 

186 Q. And did you know them? A. I didn't know but one of them. 


Q. Which one did you know? <A. Mr. Wilson. 
* * * rs * 
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187 Q. Now prior to October the 6th of 1956 isn't it a fact that you 


and your nephew were in the company of known narcotic peddlers? 
A. I can't say that. 

* x cd * a * 

Q. And isn't it a fact that prior to October the 6th of 1956 that 
your associates during that period of time were either addicts or con- 


victed narcotic peddlers? A. I can't say that. 
* cs x K * * 


188 Q. Isn't it a fact that you had a key to that door and went into 


the room? A. Inever had a key to the door, no doors in that place. 
Q. What? A. I never had a key to that door. 
* * * * * x 
190 Q. Well now, did you at any time see him go to that television 
set and take any narcotics out of it? A. Not in my presence he didn't. 
Q. You would know narcotics if you saw it, wouldn't you? 
A. If I seen it? 

Q. Yes. <A. I would know what they say it is. 

Q. What? A. I know a gelatin capsule when I see one. 

Q. You say you know what they say it is? Is that what you are 
saying? <A. That is right. 

191 Q. In other words, you have no personal knowledge? A. Oh, 
I wouldn't say that. I have been convicted once -- not convicted -- 
I pleaded guilty for marijuana one time, ‘in 1949, and two caps of heroin. 

Q. And two caps of heroin. A. I was a victim of circumstances 
in that. 

Q. In 1938 you are the same Ernest Jerome Jackson who was 
convicted of petty larceny; isn't that right? A. I pleaded guilty. 

Q. All right, sir; you pleaded. And you are the same Ernest 
Jerome Jackson who in 1939 was convicted of petty larceny? A. I 
pleaded guilty. 

Q. Are you the same Ernest Jackson who in 1942 was convicted 
of housebreaking and larceny? A. I pleaded guilty. 

Q. And you are the same Ernest Jerome Jackson who in 1949 
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was convicted of the Harrison Narcotic Act? A. I pleaded guilty. 

Q. And the marijuana tax act? A. I pleaded guilty. 

Q. Now isn't it a fact that during the month of October of 1956 
that you and James Jackson were in the narcotic business? A. No, 

192 sir; that is not a fact. 

Q. And isn't it a fact that on the morning of October the 6th this 
heroin that was found on the defendant James Jackson and the heroin 
that was found in the room of 23 Ninth Street was brought to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia by you when you arrived here about two o'clock in 
the morning? A. That is not a fact. 

Q. What? A. That is not a fact. 

Q. And isn't it a fact that at the time the police arrested you, 
that you knew at that time that the defendant James Jackson had this 
heroin on his person? A. I had no way of telling he had it. 

Q. Iam not asking you that. Iam asking you isn't it a fact that 
you knew. A. I did not. 


* * * * * * 
194 MARGARET JOHNSON 
* * * * * * 


DIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY MR, WILLIAMS: 

Q. Would you state your full name, madam? A. Mrs. Mar- 
garet Johnson. 

Q. Where do you live, Mrs. Johnson? A. Twenty-three 9th 
Street, Northeast. 

* * x ae * a 

195 Q. Could you tell us which one of them rented a room from you 

at number 23 Ninth Street, Northeast? A. Mr. James, the one with 
the tan coat on. We always called him Jackson. 

Q. I beg your pardon? <A. The one with the tan coat on. He is 
the one who rented the room. 

Q. Could you tell us about when that was? A. It was in October 
or November -- about October, I would say. I can't say exactly. He 
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had been there about three weeks before he was arrested. 


Q. He was there about three weeks prior to being arrested? 
A. That is right. 

Q. Do you recognize the other person sitting at the table beside 
him? A. Ido. 

Q. And can you tell us when you saw him for the first time? 


A. I saw him for the first time when he came to renta room. He 
brought him with him then. 
Q. Ibeg your pardon? A. The first time when he came to 
rent the room, he brought him with him then. 
196 THE COURT. You mean they both came together? 
THE WITNESS. Yes. 
BY MR. WILLIAMS: 
Q. Now, did you see him after that time? A. A few times. 
Q. Could you tell us about how many times? A. I would say 
about once or twice, something like that. 
Q. Now, did you give Mr. James Earl Jackson a key to your front 
door? A. The one I rented the room to, I did. 
That is James Earl Jackson? A. Yes. 
How many keys did you give him? A. One. 
Did you give hima keytohis room? A. I did. 
Did you give the other gentleman a key? A. No, I did not. 
Now did there come a time when you ever saw the other gentle- 
man there without having Mr. Earl Jackson with him? Did he ever come 
there alone? A. No, he did not. : 
Q. Did he have a key to your front door? A. The one I rented 
197 the room to did, but the other one didn't. 
Q. Did you ever see the other one there in your premises when 
Earl Jackson wasn't there, that is, the one to whom you rented the room? 
A. No, I did not. 
ci * * 
CROSS EXAMINATION 
BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 
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* * + * * x 
199 Q. And you say at the time he rented the room, that Ernest was 
with him; is that right? A. The first time, he came with him. 
Q. The first time. Now during that three weeks, we will say, 
that James lived at that house, how often did you see him? <A. Oh, 
I would see him sometimes about once or twice a week, something like 
that. 
Q. What? A. About twice a week, I guess. I couldn't say defin- 
itely. 
Q. Now do you know. whether or not he occupied that room for 
200 those three weeks? Do you understand what I mean by that? 
What I want to know is this: Do you know whether or not during the 
three weeks that he slept in the bed in that room every night? A. I 
couldn't say that definitely. 
Q. What? A. IsayI couldn't say that definitely. But I know I 
changed his laundry, because he was sleeping in there sometimes. 
Q. No. Sometimes? A. I knew he was staying there sometimes; 
but I couldn't say definitely. 
Q. Now how many times can you tell us that he stayed there dur- 
ing that period of three weeks? A. That I couldn't say definitely. 
Q. What? <A. That I could not say. 
Q. So that he could come and go to that room without you knowing 
it; isn’t that right? A. Yes, because they are private rooms. 
ae Bod a x ca a 
201 Q. Well now of course when he came in and out, he wouldn't wake 
you up, would he? A. No. He was always very quiet. 
Q. He would come in and go out, so that you wouldn't know whether 
he was in or whether he was out, would you? A. No, I wouldn't. 


Q. And you wouldn't know whether he brought someone in with 


him or whether he didn't, would you? A. No, not according to as quiet 


as he was. 
* 
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202 Q. How often would you see Ernest Jackson? A. I saw him 


a few times. 

Q. And where did you see him those few times? A. When he 
would come in with his brother. 

Q. And can you tell us what hours of the day or night that would 
be? A. Oh, that would mostly be in the daytime when I would see 
him. 

Q. What? <A. It would mostly be in the daytime. 

Q. Did you ever see him down there early in the morning, two 
or three o'clock? A. You are talking about Ernest? 

Q. What? A. You mean Ernest? 

Q. Yes. A. No. 

* a * * x * 

203 Q. So my next question is, you didn't actually know who was 
going in or how many people were going in and out of that room during 
the time that James had rented it, did you? A. I know there was not 
many going in and out of there. He would come by himself most of the 
times. 

Q. No. Iam asking you the direct question, isn't it a fact you 
actually do not know? A. No, I can't say definitely. 

* *x * * ae * 

204 Q. Now I will show you this lock, Government Exhibit 5. Is that 
your lock? A. No. 

Q. What? A. I don't think that is my lock. 

Q. So that if this lock was on that room door, you didn't put it 
there, did you? <A. No, I didn't put that one there. 

Q. And if this lock was on that door, it was put there by James, 
isn't that right, as far as you know? A. That is right. 

Q. So who had keys to this lock and how many keys there were in 
circulation you don't know, do you, Mrs. Johnson? A. No, not that 


* 
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REDIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY MR. WILLIAMS: 


* * * * * * 


205 Q. You don't recognize any of the keys on this? A. No, I 


do not. 

MR. WILLIAMS. If Your Honor please, may the record show 
that the witness fails to identify any of the keys on Government Exhibit 
No. 4, on which it is alleged that a door key for number 23 Ninth Street, 
Northeast is contained, together with two other keys which the Govern- 
ment contends were taken from the defendant Ernest Jackson? 

* * * * * * 

208 THE COURT. Of course, she didn't answer the question put to 
her. I don't know if you want it or not, Mr. Williams. You asked her 
when she saw Ernest last. 

Do you recall when you saw Ernest Jackson prior to the night 
when the arrest took place? 

THE WITNESS. He was there that night. 

THE COURT. Did you see him at any time prior to that? You 
have stated you have seen him on a few occasions prior to that time; 
is that right? 

THE WITNESS. I saw him a few times. 

THE COURT. When was the last time you saw him before the 
arrest, if you know? 

THE WITNESS. I tell you, I can't say. 

THE COURT. All right. 

BY MR, WILLIAMS: 

Q. Could you give us some idea? Was it as much as a week before 
or two weeks before? A. I saw him very few times, I can say defin- 
itely. 

% ss * * 

209 RECROSS EXAMINATION 

BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 
Q. Did you ever let him in the room there when James wasn't 
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around? <A. No, I did not. 

Q. Did he ever come there alone? A. No, he didn't. 

Q. Every time he came there, he came there with James? Is 
that right? A. That is right. 

Q. On the morning he was arrested, did you see him around 
there before he was arrested? A. That night, you mean? 

Q. That morning. A. No, I didn't see none of them until the 
officers was in there, 


Q. Did you know that prior to the time he was arrested he and 


James were up in that room on the second floor? A. No, I did not, 


until I was awakened up by the noise. 

Q. What? <A. I say no, I did not. 

Q. You didn't know anything about it until the police arrived? 
Is that right? A. That is right. 

210 Q. Showing you Government Exhibit marked for identification 
No. 4, do you say that none of the keys on that exhibit open your front 
door? <A. That is right. 

Q. None of them atall? A. No. 
How do you know that? A. Because I know my key when I 


What ? A. I know it. 
* * * * 
FURTHER RECROSS EXAMINATION 
BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 
x *x *x bd a 
212 I will ask you to take a look at that key, madam. A. No. 
You can't tell whether it is or isn't? A. That is not my 
key. 
I am not asking you whether it is your key or not, madam. I 
am asking you whether or not that key will fit your front door. A. 
No. 
Q. Why do you say that? A. My key is a little bit longer than 
that. 
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Q. I just showed you Government Exhibit marked for identifica- 
tion No, 4, and aren't those two keys the very same? A. It isn't 
my key. 
Q. You have just testified in reference to Government Exhibit No. 
4 that you couldn't tell whether it was your key or not. Isn't that what 
you just said? A. I know it isn't my key. 
Q. Government Exhibit 4, which I show you, I am asking you 
whether or not that key would fit your front door. <A. I say that is not 
213 my key. 
Q. Iam not asking you whether it is your key or not, madam. 
I am asking you whether or not in your opinion this key will fit your 
front door. 
THE COURT. Do you know whether or not that will go into the lock 
of your door and turn it and permit you to enter? 
THE WITNESS. I don't think it will fit my door. 
* * es * * * * 
214 THE COURT. Madam, do you know whether the lock on your 
front door has been changed at any time within recent months? 


THE WITNESS. No. It hasn't been changed for a couple of years. 
* cd x x * cg 





